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bill also limits the cumulative size of any 
acquisition of electric fac111ties by coopera
tives to 5,000 non-rural connections. In ad
dition, no loan may be made to a G & T 
cooperative which would displace power sup
plied by private companies unless the co
operative has advertised for bids for the 
power supply it needs and unless the cost of 
the power under the proposed loan to the 
cooperative is lower than the cost of power 
under the lowest bid submitted. 

With these restrictions I firmly believe 
that the private utilities are adequately pro
tected against unwarranted expansions of 
G & T cooperatives, as well as any possible 
increase in competition for non-rural cus
tomers. 

This entire matter has been under ex
tensive study for many months and the pro
visions of s. 3720 contain a number of 
refinements to insure the continued success 
of rural electric and rural telephone coopera-

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
MoNDAY, AuGUST 22, 1966 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Edward G. Latch, 

D.D., offered the following prayer: 

0 satisfy us early with Thy mercy; so 
that we may rejoice and be glad all our 
days.-Psalm 90: 14. 

0 God and Father of us all, who art 
a tower of defense to all who put their 
trust in Thee-we come· before Thee this 
moment in gratitude for Thy steadfast 
love and for Thy enduring faithfulness. 
In Thee alone is our hope, our strength, 
and our very life. Inspire us, the leaders 
of our people, with a clear vision and a 
definite mission to meet the needs of our 
country with clean minds, understanding 
hearts, and loyal spirits. We pray that 
Thy spirit may be so aU~e within us 
that we will be men who put truth be
fore falsehood, good will above ill will, 
self-denial in place of self-interest, high 
principles over low prejudices-so shall 
we be champions of justice and peace, so 
shall we continue to hold a high regard 
for personality everywhere. May Thy 
will be done in us and in all men. In 
the Master's name we pray. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

The Journal of the proceedings of 
Thursday, August 18, 1966, was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate by Mr. 

Arrington, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H.R. 8760. An act to amend the provisions 
of the 011 Pollution Act, 1961 (33 U.S.C. 1001-
1015), to implement the provisions of the 
International Convention for the Prevention 
of the Pollution of the Sea by Oil, 1954, as 
amended, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House iS 

tives under a variety of situations that may 
develop over the years to come. · 

Highlights of the bill that are of particular 
interest to me include the provisions that 
lipl.lt federal capitalization to not more than 
fifty million dollars a year, up to a total of 
750 m1llion dollars. 

The b111 also limits the lending power of 
the bank to a sum not to exceed eight times 
the paid-in capital. This is a more conserva
tive restriction than had previously been 
considered. 

Another provision that w111 lend integrity 
to the bank is the provision that •borrower 
control wm occur only after two-thirds of 
the stock is held by the borrowers rather 
than one-half as had been suggested in 
earlier versions. 

One cannot foresee all of the future needs 
that wm undoubtedly occupy the members 
of this bank board once it is established, 
but the bill provides for a .membership on 
the Board that will have the expertise in 

requested, a bill of the House of the fol
lowing title: 

H.R. 15941. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1967, and for other 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the bill <H.R. 15941) entitled "An act 
making appropriations for the Depart
ment of Defense for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1967, and for other purposes," 
requests a conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and appoints Mr. RussELL of 
Georgia, Mr. HILL, Mr. McCLELLAN, Mr. 
ELLENDER, Mr. STENNIS, Mr. SYMINGTON, 
Mr. SA.LTONSTALL, Mr. YotrNG' of North 
Dakota, and Mrs. SMITH to be the con
ferees on the pa:r;t of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate disagrees to the amendments of 
the House to the bill <S. 3052) entitled 
"An act to provide for ·a coordinated 
national highway safety program 
through financial assistance to the States 
to accelerate highway traffic safety pro
grams, and for other purposes,'' requests 
a conference with the House on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and appoints Mr. RANDOLPH, Mr. GRUEN
lNG, Mr. MUSKIE, Mr. Moss, Mr. COOPER, 
and Mr. FoNG to be the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the report of the com
mittee of ·conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend
ments of the Senate to the bill <H.R. 
15456) entitled "An act making appro
priations for the legislative branch for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1967, and 
for other purposes." 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the amendments of the 
House to a bill of the Senate of the fol-
lowing title: . 

S. 2663. An act for the relief of Dinesh 
Kumar Poddar. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles, in which ·the concurrence of the 
House is requested: 

S. 476: An act to amend the act approved 
March 18, 1950, providing for the construe-

the vital areas of management and finance 
needed to deal with future problems. At 
the same time the bill creates an instru
mentality capable of meeting the fabulous 
opportunities of the 21st century-provid
ing we deal successfully with the challenges 
of today by bringing it into being at this 
time. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I believe 
the cooperatives have an important part to 
play in the future in providing electric 
and telephone service to rural areas. They 
have substantial capital needs which must 
be met and due to their higher operating 
costs, low density and meager revenues, they 
cannot pay prime bank rates at the present 
time. 

I support s. 3720 as the right approach 
to meet those capital needs and to achieve 
the ultimate goal of freedom from fin·ancial 
dependence on the federal government. I 
urge this committee to take acti~n this year 
to establish this new program. 

tion of airports in or in close proximity to 
national parks, national monuments, and 
national recreation areas, and for other pur
poses. 

S. 1596. An act to promote the domestic 
and foreign commerce of the United States 
by modernizing practices of the Federal Gov
ernment relating to the inspection of per
sons, merchandise,-and conveyances moving 
into, through, and out of the United States, 
and for other purposes; 

S. 3197. An act to amend section 416 of 
the Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 

S. 3446. An act to consolidate and reen
act certain of the shipping laws oi the 
United States, and for other purposes; and 

S. 3708. An act to assist comprehensive city 
demonstration programs for rebuilding slum 
and blighted areas and for providing the 
public facllities and services necessary to· 
improve the general welfare of the people 
who live in those areas, to assist and en
courage planned metropolitan development, 
and for othe·r purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Vice President, pursuant to Public Law 
170, 74th Congress, appointed Mr. YoUNG 
of Ohio to be an alternate delegate to 
the Interparliamentary Union Confer
ence to be held in Teheran, Iran, Septem
ber 27 to October 4, 1966. 

The message also announced that the 
Vice President, pursuant to Public Law 
689, 84th Congress, appointed Mr. CLARK 
to be an alternate delegate to the North 
Atlantic Treaty · Organization Parlia
mentary Conference to be held in Paris, 
France, November 14 to 19, 1966. 

APPOINTMENT AS MEMBERS OF THE 
U.S. GROUP OF THE NORTH AT
LANTIC TREATY PARLIAMENTARY 
CONFERENCE 

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the pro
visions of section 1, Public Law 689, 84th 
Congress, the Chair appoints as mem
bers of the U.S. group of the North At
lantic Treaty Parliamentary Conference 
the following Members on the part of the 
House: The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
HAYS] as chairman, the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. RoDINO], the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. DENTON], the gentle
man from South Carolina [Mr. RIVERS], 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CLARK], the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. 
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ARENDS], the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. CHAMBERLAIN], the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. BATES], and the gen
tleman from Illinois [Mr. FINDLEY]. 

MAKING APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
AND RELATED AGENCIES FOR THE 
FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 
1967, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES 

. Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's desk the bill <H.R.14596) mak
ing appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture and related agencies for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1967, and for 
other purposes, with Senate amendments 
thereto, disagree to the Senate amend
ments and agree to the conference asked 
by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
sissippi? 

The Chair hears none and appoints the 
following conferees: Messrs. WHITTEN, 
NATCHER, HULL, MORRIS, MAHON, MICHEL, 
LANGEN, and Bow. 

PERMISSION TO SIT DURING GEN
ERAL DEBATE TODAY, SUBCOM
MITTEE ON ELECTIONS OF COM
MITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRA
TION 
Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Subcommit
tee on Elections of the Committee on 
House Administration may be permitted 
to sit during general debate today, Au
gust 22. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Okla
homa? 

There was no objection. 

PERMISSION TO SIT DURING GEN
ERAL DEBATE TODAY, AD HOC 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE HANDI
CAPPED OF COMMITTEE ON EDU
CATION AND LABOR 
Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Ad Hoc 
Committee on the Handicapped of the 
Committee on Education and Labor may 
be permitted to sit during general debate 
today, August 22. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the· request of the gentleman from Okla-
homa? · 

There was no objection. 

ONE HUNDRED AND FORTY Mffi
LION DOLLARS STOLEN IN GHANA 
Mr. GEORGE W. ANDREWS. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad
dress the Hol,lSe for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Alabama? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GEORGE W. ANDREWS. Mr. 

Speaker, in yesterday's paper there was 
an AP story from Ghana to the effect 
that since the date of the birth of that 
nation, March 6, 1967, until the date of 

the most recent coup, February 24 of this 
year, the officials of that country of 
Ghana had stolen $140 million-$140 
million. · 

Only one has confessed and he stated 
that he received illegally $5,600,000. 

Mr. Speaker, I checked with the clerk 
of our committee this morning to find 
out how much we have given Ghana be
tween those dates and the answer was 
$163 million. 

Now $140 million was stolen from some
where-! assume from the $163 million 
that we gave them under the foreign aid 
program. If that be true, then we must 
increase our appropriation for Ghana 
because they are not getting anything 
like their share of what 1s coming to 
them. 

TELEGRAMS AND LETTERS DEMON
STRATE THAT THE AMERICAN 
PEOPLE ARE DEEPLY CONCERNED 
OVER HIGH INTEREST RATES 

. Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is ·there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, the 

American people are tremendously 
aroused by high interest and tight money. 
They are deeply concerned by lack of 
action to correct this tragic situation. 

The national crisis of high interest 
has prompted more mail to my office than 
any issue since World War II. Mr. 
Speaker, just last Saturday morning, I 
received more than 75 telegrams repre
senting all sections of the country. These 
telegrams demanded action on the part 

·of Congress to bring down these usurious 
interest charges. In addition, I am re
ceiving hundreds of letters on this issue. 

My colleagues, I am sure, likewise are 
receiving heavy mail against the high 
interest rate policies. Mr. Speaker, it is 
obvious that this Congress cannot long 
delay taking meaningful steps to bring 
the American people relief. 

H .R. 14026 is expected to come before 
the House in early September. This bill, 
which lowers interest rate to 4% percent 
on consumer certificates of deposit, will 
,put the Congress on record for lower 
and lower interest rates. 

H.R. 14026 will be a clear-cut test of 
the will of Congress on interest rates. 

I hope that Congress will move swiftly 
to pass H .R . 14026. In any event, I feel 
very strongly that this 89th Congress 
should not adjourn until it has solved 
the problem created by high int erest and 
tight money. We should not walk off and 
leave this job undon e. 

REBELS WITH A CAUSE 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
South Dakota? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I call to 
the attention of the House a paragraph 
in an article carried by the Washington 
Post under the date of August 19. The 
article is entitleA "Anacostia Youth Get 
Role in Melee Probe; Area Center 
Quizzed." 

The first two paragraphs of the article 
are as follows: 
· District Commissioner Walter N. Tobriner 
yesterday gave the young people of Anacostia 
one of the things they wanted, a major voice 
in the committee that will try to determine 
why the police station there was stoned Mon
day night. 

Walter Williams, 20, a Barry Farm resident 
and member of Rebels With a Cause, an or
ganization financed by the city's anti-pov
erty agency, will come in on equal footing 
with the other two cochairmen, banker 
Henry K. Willard II and Urban League chief 
Sterling Tucker. 

Mr. Speaker, I repeat the statement in 
the news release: 

Walter W1lliams . .. member of Rebels 
With a Cause, an organization financed by 
the city's antipoverty agency, and so forth. 

In other words, unless the news story 
is wrong, my taxes and the taxes of 
everybody in South Dakota and the other 
49 States are going to finance an organi
zation known as Rebels With a Cause 
who may or.may not have been respon
sible, or may or may not have taken part 
in the melee that occurred at the Ana
costia police station Monday night of last 
week. 

Mr. Speaker, if this is what our tax 
money is being used for, the promotion 
of riots and violence, then I say it is time 
this Congress and especially the Appro
priations Committee in this House take 
a long look at this kind of abuse of the 
taxpayer's dollar. 

Mr. Speaker, is this what is known as 
the Great Society? 

SMALL RECLAMATION PROJECTS 
ACT 

Mr. ASPINALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
· unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's desk the bill S . 602, an act to 
amend the Small Reclamation Projects 
Act of 1956, and ask unanimous consent 
that the statement of the managers on 
the part of the House be read in lieu of 
the report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Colo
rado? 

There was no objection. 
The Cler k read the statement. 
The conference report and statement 

are as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT .(H. REPT. No. 1858) 
The committee of conference on the dis-

. agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 602) 
to amend the Small Reclamation Projoots 
Act of 1956, h.aving met, after full and free 
conference, have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as 
.follows: 

That the Senate recede from its further 
disagreement to the amendment of the 
House and agree to the same with an amend
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter in
serted by the House am~ndment insert the 
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following: That the Small Reclama.tion Proj
ects Act of 1956 (70 Stat. 1044)., as amended 
(43 U.S.C. 422a et seq.) is hereby fur~her 
amended as follows: 

" ( 1) In section 2, by striking out the sec
ond sentence of subsection (d) and the first 
two provisos thereto and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following: 'The term "project" 
shall not include any such undertaking, unit, 
or program the cost of which exceeds $10,000,-
000, and no loan, grant, or combination 
thereof for any project shall be in ·excess of 
$6,500,000:' and by striking out 'And provided 
further,' and inserting in lieu thereof 
'Provided,'; . 

"(2) In section 4, by adding at the end of 
subs·ection (a) the following: 'The . costs of 
means and measures to prevent loss . of and 
damage t 'o fish and wildlife resowtes shall be 
considered as project costs and allocated as 
may be appropriate among project func
tions.'· 

"{3), In section 4, subsection {b), by. strik
ing out the word 'construc·tion' from the 
phrase which now reads 'and willing to 
finance otherwise than by loan and gran,t 
under this Act such portion of the cost of 
construction' and inserting in lieu thereof 
'the project'; by inserting at the end · of the · 
parenthetical phrase which follows there
after ', except as provided in subsection 
5{b) (2) hereof,'; and by changing the colon 
( : ) to a period (.) and striking out · the re- . 
mainder of said subsection; 

"(4) In section 5, by striking out the 
present text of items (a), ·(b), and {c) and 
inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

"'(a) the maximum amount of any loan to 
15e made to the organization and the time 
and method of making the same available 
to the organization. Said loan shall not ex
ceed the lesser of (1) $6,500,000 or (2) the 
estimated total cost of the project minus the 
contribution of the local organization as pro
vided in section 4(b) and the amount of the 
grant approved; 

"'(b) the maximum amount of .any grant 
to be accorded the organization. Said grant 
shall not exceed the sum of the following: 
( 1) the costs of investigations, surveys, and 
engineering and other services necessary to 
the preparation of proposals and plans for 
the project allocable to fish and wildlife en
hancement or public recreation; (2) one-half 
the costs of acquiring lands or interests 
therein for a reservoir or other area to be op
erated for fish and wildlife enhancement or 
public recreation purposes; (3) one-half the 
costs of basic public outdoor recreation facili
ties or facilities serving fish and wildlife 
enhancement purposes exclusively; (4) one
ha,lf the costs of construction of joint use 
facilities properly allocable to fish and wild
life enhancement or public recreation; and 
(5) that portion of the estimated cost of con
structing the project which, if it were con
structed as a Federal · reclamation project, 
would be properly allocable to functions, 
other than recreation and fish and wildlife 
enhancement, which are nonreimbursable 
under general provisions of law applicable to 
such projects; 

"'(c) a plan of repayment by the organi
zation o( (1) the sums lent to it in not more 
than fifty years from the date when the prin
-cipal benefits of the project first become 
available; (2) interest, as determined by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, as of the begin
ning of the fiscal year in which the contract 
1s executed, on the basis of the computed 
average interest rate payable by the Treasury 
upon its outstanding marketable public ob
ligations, which are neither due nor callable 
for redemption for fifteen . years from date of 
issue, and by adjusting such average rate to 
the nearest one-eighth of 1 per centum, on 
that portion of the loan which is attributable 
to furnishing irrigat.ion benefits in each par
ticular year to land held in private ownership 
by any one owner in excess of one hundred 
and sixty irrigable ·acres; and (3) in the case 

of any project involving an allocation to 
domestic, industrial, or municipal water sup
ply, or commercial power, interest on the 
unamortized balance of an appropriate por
tion of the loan at a rate as determined in 
(2) above;', 

" ( 5) In section 8 , by striking out 'Act of 
August 14, 1946 (60 Stat. 1080)' and insert
ing in lieu th~reof 'Fish and Wildlife Coordi
nation Act (48 Stat. 401), as amended (16 
U.S.C. 661 et seq)'; · , ·-

"(6) In section 10, by striking out '$100,-
000,000' and inserting in lie-q· thereof '$200,-
000,000'. 
· "SEc. 2. Nothing contained 'in this Act shall 

be applica}?le to or affect in any way the 
terms on which any loan or grant has been 
made prior to the effective date Qf this Act." 

And the House agree to the same. 
WAYNE N. AsPINALL, 
WALTER RoGERS, 
HAROLD T. JOHNSON, 
JOHN P. SAYLOR, 
En REINECKE, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 
HENRY M. JACKSON, 
CLINTON P. ANDERSON, 

, FRANK E. Moss, 
THoMAS H. KucHEL, 
GoRDON ALLOT!', 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The managers on· the part of the House 
at the confe:t:en.ce on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the 
House to · the bill, S. 602, to amenq the 
Small Reclamation Projects Act of 1956, sub
mit this statement in explanation of the 
effect of the language agreed upon and rec
ommended in the accompanying conference 
report. . The three significant differences be
tween the language agreed upon and the 
language of the House amendment are ex
plained hereinafter. 

GEOGRAPHICAL COVERAGE OF THE PROGRAM 

The Senate-passed bill made no change 
in the basic act with respect to the geo
graphical coverage of the program (presently 
limited to the 17 western reclamation States 
and Hawaii). The House amendment ex
tended the small ~eclamation pr~jects pro
gram to the entire United States-an action 
prompted by the ever-growing water prob
lems and needs throughout the Nation. On 
the basis of strong indication that, at the . 
present time, there is little interest in the 
Eastern States in the benefits which this 
program provides, the conference commit
tee agreed to retain the present geographical 
coverage and continue the program only in 
the 17 reclamation States and Hawaii. 
CEILING ON THE AMOUNT OF THE LOAN AND 

GRANT 

The Senate-passed bill included language 
to amend the basic act by increasing the 
maximum amount of any loan or combina
tion loan and grant for a single project from 
$5,000,000 to $7,500,000. 

The House amendment retained the · $5 
million limitation but with qualifying lan
guage to permit adjustment of the amount 
to reflect change~ in costs of construction 
O! the types involved in the particular proj- · 
ect wnich may have occurred between Jan
uary 1, '1957, and January 1 of the year in 
which the loan is made. At the present time, 
the language of the House amendment would 
provide a ceiling of between $6 million and 
$6.5 million depending upon the particular 
project involved. 

The conference committee adopte<i lan
guage which places a ceiling of $6,500,000 on 
the amount of any loan or combination loan 
and grant for any single project. ·A specific 
amount seeme<i preferable in . view of the 
problems that would be inherent in admin
istering the House language. The $6,500,000 
figure is considered an equitable amount on 
the basis of increases in construction costs 

since the enactment ofthe l;>asic act 10 years · 
~go. In other words, at today's prices, $6,500,-
000 will purchase about the same in the way 
of project works and facilities as $5,000,000 
would have paid for 10 years ago. 

INTEREST RATE 

. The formula included in the Senate-passed 
bill for determining the interest rate to be 
used in repaying those portions of any loan 
allocable to the irrigation of excess lands, to 
municipal and industrial water supply, and 
to commercial power is the formula based on 
coupon rates which has been adopted by 
Congress in recent years for various Federal . 
water project programs. 

The House amendment made no change in 
the interest formula in the basic EIICt which is 
based on yield rather than coupon rates. 

The conference committee adopted the in
terest formula . embodied in the Senate
passed pill ~ln the interest of maintaining 
consistency among all Federal programs. It 
seemed · particularly important that there 
be consistency between the interest rate used 
for this small reclamation projects program 
and the program of the Department of Agri
culture· under the Watershed Protection and, 
Flood Prevention Act. 
ANA~YSIS OF LANGUAGE OF THE CONFERENCE 

REPORT 

The language of the conference report 
makes the following important changes in 
the Small Reclamation Projects Act of 1956: 

( 1) The ceiling .on the amount of a loan 
·or combination loan and grant for any one 
project is increased from $5 million to $6.5 
million. 

(2) The formula used for determining the 
interest rate for the interest-bearing por- · 
tions of loans under this act is changed from 
a formula based on yield to a formula based 
on coupon rates. 

{3) New language is added. updating the · 
basic act by incorporating recently adopted 
cost-sharing policies applicable to recreation 
and fish and wildlife enhancement. This is 
substantially the same as in the House 
amendment to S. 602. · 

( 4) An additional $100 million is author
ized to be appropriated to oarry out the pur
poses of this small reclamatio~ projects 
program. This is the same as in the House 
amendment to S. 602. 

WAYNE N. AsPINALL, 
WALTER RoGERS, 
HAROLD T. JOHNSON, 
JOHN P. SAYLOR, 
ED REINECKE, 

Managers on th:.e Part of the House. 

Mr. ASPINALL (interrupting the read
ing) . . Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as this ls 

· a unanimous report and there is only 
one difference between the report that 
was previously filed and this one, I ask 
that the report be considered as read 
and printed in the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Colo
rado? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ASPINALL. Mr. Speaker, the 

conference report which we bring back to 
the House today is identical to the report 
considered by the House on July 21 with 
one exception. The language extending 
the geographical coverage of the Small 
Reclamation Projects Act to the entire 
United States has been eliminated. 
Thus, the program will be continued only 
in the 17 western reclamation States and 
Hawaii. The action of the House on 

· July 21, turning down the previous con
ference report, made it quite clear that, 
at the present time, there is little inter
est in the Eastern and Southern States 
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in the benefits which this program pro
vides. On the basis of that action, the 
House conferees receded from the pre
vious House position and concurred in 
the Senate language with respect to geo
graphical coverage of the program. 

As presented to the House today, the 
conference report on S. 602 provides for 
continuing a very successful small water 
projects program which was initiated 10 
years ago. The purpose of this program 
is to encourage State and local partici
pation in the development and rehabili
tation ot small water projects primarily 
for irrigation. The Federal Govern
ment assists such undertakings by pro
viqing loans to the States or local public 
agencies. The local agencies retain full 
responsibility for the planning, construc
tion and operation of these small proj
ects. 

When this program was initiated 10 
Y·ears ago, Congress authorized an ap
propriation of $100 million to carry out 
its purposes and objectives. over the 
last 10 years, Congress has appropriated 
funds for small project loans which have 
almost exhausted the total amount au
thorized to be appropriated. The con
ference report on S. 602 authorizes the 
appropriation of an additional $ioo mil
lion to continue this worthwhile program. 
Funds will be appropriated only after the 
legislative committees have had an op
portunity to fully review and approve 
the individual project loan applications. 

The language of the conference report 
·makes th:r:ee other significant changes in 
the Small Reclamation Projects Act of 
1956: First, the ceiling on the amount of 
a loan or combination loan and grant for 
any one project is increased from $5 mil
lion to $6.5 million; second, the formula 
used for determining the interest rate for 
the interest-bearing portions of loans 
under this act is changed from a formula 
based on yield to a formula based on 
coupon rates; and third, new language is 
added updating the basic act by incorpo
rating recently adopted cost-sharing pol
icies applicable to recreation and fish and 
wildlife enhancement. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
SAYLOR]. . 

Mr. SAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, on Thurs
day, July 21, 1966, this conference re
port, with one minor change, was pre
sented by the distinguished gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. AsPINALL], the 
chairman of the House Interior and In
sular Affairs Committee. 

At that time we ran into opposition, 
and many of our colleagues were told by 
those who opposed this bill and the con
ference report at that time,. if they voted 
against the conference report, they 
would be making a great vote for econ
omy and they would be saving $100 
million. 

The chairman pointed out-and I 
tried to point out-to the Members of 
the House that the question was not 
whether we would save $100 million, be
cause that was not the issue. The ques
tion was whether or not all 50 States 
would have the benefit of this program. 
Lo and behold, by a vote of 136 to 204, 
the conference report was refused. 

We went back to conference with the 
Senate, because this had been an amend
ment which the House had adopted. We 
receded, and we now have the conference 
report. I am asking you to support it. 

I hope that those Members from the 
East and nonreclamation States who are 
running for reelection in November are 
confronted by their farmers and people 
who are short of water, asking why they 
voted against the conference report and 
ask why their area is not able to go to 
the Federal Government and participate 
in this program. 

This program still has in it $100 mil
lion, the same amount that it had before, 
but instead of the 50 States of the Union 
being entitled to participate in it, only 
the 17 Western States can participate. I 
might say that those who voted against 
it were on both sides of the aisle, and the 
story was put out that it was a great 
economy vote. · · 

You did not save a cent, but you people 
who live now in the arid East or the 
semiarid East, in an area which · for the 
past 7 years has had the worst drought in 
recorded history, will not be able to go to 
the Interior Department and ask them 
to help your people get water to take care 

. either of their crops, their towns, or their 
people. 

I hope in the coming elections 1t rises 
to haunt those who voted against the 
conference report on July 21. 

Mr. HAYS. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. SAYLOR. I yield to the gentle
man from Ohio. 

Mr. HAYS. I understand the gentle
man is saying that the $100 million is 
still there? 

Mr. SAYLOR. That is correct. 
Mr. HAYS. Perhaps we ought to vote 

against this conference report, then. 
Mr. SAYLOR. That is the gentle

man's prerogative. The program is a 
good program. 

Mr. HAYS. I will see that we get a 
record vote, and that is how I will vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
agreeing to the conference report. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker announced that the "ayes" ap
peared to have it. 

·Mr HAYS. · Mr. Speaker, I object to 
the vote on the grounds that a quorum is 
not present and make the point of order 
that a quorum is not present. · 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum 
is not present. 

The Doorkeeper . will close the doors, 
the Sergeant at Arms will notify absent 
Members, and the Clerk wm call the roll. 

The ,question was taken; and there 
were-yeas 198, nays 81, not voting 153, 
as follows: 

Abernethy 
Adair 
Addabbo 
Albert . 
Anderson, Dl. 
Anderson, 

Tenn. 
Annunzio 
Arends 
Ashley 
Ashmore 
Aspinall 
Battin 
Beckworth 
Belcher 

(Roll No. 233] 

YEAS-198 
Bell 
Bennett 
Berry 
Bingham 
Boggs 
Boland 
Brock 

· Brooks 
Brown, Calif. 
Burleson 
Burton, Call!. 
Burton, Utah 
Byrne, Pa. 
C'abell 
Callan 

Carey 
Carter 
Casey 
Cham berlaln 
Chelf 
Clausen, 

Don H. 
Colmer 
Cooley 
Corman 
Culver 
CUnningham 
Davis, Wis. 
Dawson 
~nton 

Dingell Johnson, Okla. 
Dole Johnson, Pa. 
Dowdy . Jonas 
Downing Jones, Ala. 
Dulski Jones, N.C. 
Duncan, Oreg. Karsten 
Dwyer Karth 
Dyal Kastenmeier 
Edmondson Kee 
Edwards, Calif. Kelly 
Edwards, La. Keogh 
Ellsworth King, Calif. 
Erlenborn King, Utah · 
Everett Kirwan 
Fascell Kluczynski 
Fisher Laird 
Foley Langen 
Fulton, Tenn. Leggett 
Gathings Lipscomb 
Gettys Long, Md. 
Gibbons McClory 
Gilbert McFall 
Gonza.lez McMillan 
Gray Machen 
Green, Oreg. Madden 
Greigg Mahon 
Griffiths Mailliard 
Gubser Martin, Nebr. 
Hagan, Ga. . Matsunaga 
Hagen, Calif. May 
Haley Miller 
Halleck Mills 
Hamilton Mink 
Hanley Mize 
Hanna Morgan 
Hansen, Idaho Morris 
Hansen, Iowa Morton 
Hardy Moss 
Harvey, Ind. Murphy, Dl. 
Hathaway Natcher 
Hawkins Nedzi 
Hebert O 'Hara, Dl. 
Henderson O'Neal, Ga. 
Herlong Ottinger 
Holifield Passman 
Hosmer Patman 
Hungate Pelly 
Hutchinson Pepper 
Ichord Perkins 
Jacobs Pike 
Jarman Pool 
Johnson, Calif. Price 

NAY8-81 

Quie 
Race 
Redlin 
·Rees 
Reifel 
Reinecke 
Rhodes, Pa. 
Rogers, Colo. 
Rogers, Fla. 
Rogers, Tex. 
Roncalio 
Rosenthal 
Roush 
Rumsfeld 
Ryan 
Saylor 
Scheuer 
Schmidha user 
Selden 
Shipley 
Shriver 
Sikes 
Sisk 
Slack 
Smith, Calif. 
Smith, Iowa 
Springer 
St aggers 
Steed 
Stubblefield 
Sullivan · 
Taylor 
Teague, Calif. 
Tenzer 
Thompson, Tex. 
Thomson, Wis. 
Trimble 
Tunney 
Udall 
Ullman 
Utt 
Waldie 
Walker, N.Mex. 
Watson 
Watts 
White, Tex. 
Whitener 
Whitten 
Wright 
Young 
Younger 

Abbitt 
Andrews, 

Devine Michel 
Duncan, Tenn. Minish 

GeorgeW. 
Ashbrook 
Bates 
Betts 
Bolton 
}3ray 
Broomfield 
Brown, Clar-

ence J., Jr. 
Broyh111, N.C. 
Broyhill, Va; 
Buchanan 
Burke 
Byrnes, Wis. 
Cederberg 
Clancy 
Cleveland 
Collier 
Conable 
Conte 
Daddario 
Dague 
Daniels 
de la Garza 
Dent 
Derwinski 

Adams 
Andrews, 

Glenn 
Andrews, 

N.Dak. 
Ayres 
Bandstra 
Baring 
Barrett 
Blatnik 
Boll1ng 
.a ow 
Brademas 
Cah1ll 
C'allaway 
Cameron 
Celler 
Clark 
Clawson, Del 
Clevenger 

· C'ohelan 
Conyers 

Fountain Minshall 
Fulton, Pa. Monagan 
Goodell Moore 
Green, Pa. Mosher 
Gross Nelsen 
Grover O'Hara, Mich. 
Hall Patten 
Harsha Pirnie 
Harvey, Mich. Poff 
Hays Reid, Dl. 
Hechler Reid, N.Y. 
Holland Roberts 
Horton Schneebel1 
Hull Schweiker 
.:Joelson Secrest 
Jones, Mo. Smith, N.Y. 
K:r;ebs Smith, Va. 
Kunkel Stafford 
Latta Stanton 
Lennon Thompson, N.J. 
McCulloch Tuck 
McDade Vanik 
McGrath Waggonner 
MacGregor Wha.lley 
Marsh Widna.ll 
Matthews 

NOT VOTING-153 

Corbett 
Craley 
Cramer 
Curtin 
Curtis 
Davis, Ga. 
Delaney 
Dickinson 
Diggs 
Donohue 
Dorn 
Dow 
Edwards, Ala. 
Evans, Colo. 
Evins, Tenn. 
Fallon 
Farbstein 
Farnsley 
Farnum 

·Feighan 
Findley . 
Fino. 

Flood 
Flynt 
Fogarty 
Ford, Gerald R. 
Ford, 

William D. 
Fraser 
Frelinghuysen 
Friedel 
Fuqua 
Gallagher 
Garmatz 
Giaimo 
G1111gan 
Grabowski 
Grider 
Gurney 
Halpern 
Hansen, Wash. 
Helstoski 
Hicks · 
Howard 
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Huot Olsen, Mont. 
Irwin Olson, Minn. 
Jennings O'Neill, Mass. 
Keith Philbin 
King, N.Y. Pickle 
Kornegay Poage 
Kupferman Powell 
Landrum Pucinski 
Long, La. Purcell 
Love Quillen 
McCarthy Randall 
McDowell Resnick 
McEwen Reuss 
McVicker Rhodes, Ariz. 
Macdonald Rivers, S.C. 
Mackay Rivers, Alaska 
Mackie Robison 
Martin, Ala. Rodino 
Martin, Mass. Ronan 
Mathias Rooney, N.Y. 
Meeds Roon-ey, Pa. 
Moeller Rostenkowski 
Moorhead Roudebush 
Morrison Roybal 
Morse Sa tterfleld 
Multer St Germain 
Murphy, N.Y. St. Onge 
Murray Schisler 
Nix Scott 
O'Brien Senner 
O'Konski Sickles 

Skubitz 
Stalbaum 
Stephens 
Stratton 
Sweeney 
Talcott 
Teague, Tex. 
Thomas 
Todd 
Toll 
Tupper 
Tuten 
Van Deerlln 
Vigorito 
Vivian 
Walker, MisS. 
Watkins 
Weltner 
White, Idaho 
Williams 
Willis 
Wilson, Bob 
Wilson, 

Charles H. 
Wolff 
Wyatt 
Wydler 
Yates 
Zablocki 

So the conference report was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following 

pairs: 
On this vote: 
Mr. Bob Wilson for, with Mr. McEWen 

against. 
Mr. Del Clawson for, with Mr. Frelinghuy-

sen against. 
Mr. Rhodes of Arizona for, with Mr. Morse 

against. 
Mr. Skubitz for, with Mr. Fino against. 
Mr. Wyatt for, with Mr. Kupferman against. 
Mr. Andrews of North Dakota for, with Mr. 

Halpern against. 
Mr. Talcott for, with Mr. Mruthias against. 
Mr. Rivers of Alaska for, with Mr. Cah111 

against. . 
Mr. Cohelan for, with Mr. Corbett against. 
Mr. Cameron for, with Mr. Ayres agail1St. 
Mr. Roybal for, with Mr. Wydler against. 
Mr. van Deerlin for, with Mr. Robison 

against. 
Mr. White of Idaho for, with Mr. Martin of 

Massachusertits against. 
Mr. Charles H. Wilson for, with Mr. Keith 

against. 
Mr. -Farbstein for, with Mr. King of New 

York against. 
Mr. Delaney for, with Mr. Cramer .against. 
Mr. ·Celler for, with Mr. Gurney against. 
Mr. Multer for, with Mr. Curtin against. 
Mr. Murphy of New York for, with Mr. 

Rodino against. 
Mr. Rooney of New York for, with Mr. 

Howard against. 

Until further notice: 
Mr. Brademas with Mr. Curtis. 
Mr. Jennings wi_th Mr. Bow. 
Mr. craley with Mr. Roudebush. 
Mr. Fogarty with Mr. Gerald R. Ford. 
Mr. Clevenger with Mr. Findley. 
Mr. Long of Louisiana with Mr. Dickinson. 
Mr. Kornegay with Mr. Glenn Andrews. 
Mr. St. Onge with Mr. Callaway. 
Mr. StGermain with Mr. Watkins. 
Mr. Ronan with Mr. Martin of Alabama. 
Mr. Rostenkowski with Mr. Tupper. 
Mr. Bandstra with Mr. O'Konski. 
Mr. Helstoskl with Mr. Walker of Missis-

sippi. 
Mr. Barrett with Mr. Qulllen. 
Mr. Mackay with Mr. Edwards of Alabama. 
Mr. Moorhead with Mr. Evans of Colorado. 
Mr. Feighan with Mr. Fraser. 
Mr. O'Brien with Mr. Nix. 
Mr. Friedel with Mr. Diggs. 
Mr. Hicks with Mr. Baring. 
Mr. Schisler with Mr. Sickles. 
Mr. Sweeney with Mr. Dow. 
Mr. Meeds with Mr. Weltner. 
Mr. Vigorito with Mr. Powell. 
Mr. Giaimo with Mr. GU11gan. 
Mr. Grabowski with Mr. Morrison. 

Mr. Evins of Tennessee, with Mr. 
McCarthy. 

Mr. Tuten with Mr. McVicker. 
Mr. Donohue with Mr. conyers. 
Mr. Philbin with Mr. Pucinski. 
Mr. Resnick with Mr. Randall. 
Mrs. Hansen of Washington, with Mr. 

Reuss. 
Mr. Zablocki with Mr. Yates. 
Mr. Moeller with Mr. Williams. 
Mr. Fallon with Mr. Gallagher. 
Mr. Garmatz with Mr. Fuqua. 
Mr. Landrum with Mr. Stalbaum. 
Mr. Stratton with Mr. Stephens. 
Mr. TeagUe of Texas with Mr. Toll. 
Mr. Vivian with Mrs. Thomas. 
Mr. Wolff with Mr. W1llis. 
Mr. Olsen of Montana with Mr. Grider . . 
Mr. Pickle with Mr. William D. Ford. 
Mr. Flynt with Mr. Flood. 
Mr. O'Ne1ll of Massachusetts with Mr. Ol

son of Mlnnesota. 
Mr. Purcell with Mr. Todd. 
Mr. Rivers of South Carolina with Mr. 

Senner. 
Mr. Adams with Mr. Blatnik. 
Mr. Clark with Mr. l:>avis of Georgia. 
Mr. Farnum with Mr. Love. 
Mr. Macdonald with Mr. McDowell. 
Mr. Farnsley with Mr. Huot. 
Mr. Irwin with Mr. Mackie. 
Mr. Satterfield with Mr. Rooney of Penn

sylvania. 
Mr. Dorn with Mr. Scott. 

Mr. ROUSH, Mr. PELLY, Mr. DAVIS 
of Wisconsin, Mr. BELCHER, Mr. 
WHITTEN, and Mr. GRAY changed 
their votes from "nay" to "yea." 

Mr. BURKE, Mr. McGRATH, Mr. 
O'HARA of Michigan, Mr. MONAGAN, 
Mr. WAGGONNER, Mr. KUNKEL, Mr. 
WHALLEY, Mr. SCHWEIKER, Mr. 
MINSHALL and Mr. HECHLER changed 
their votes from "yea" to "nay." 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The doors were opened. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE APPRO
PRIATION BILL, 1967 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill (H.R. 15941) 
making appropriations for the Depart
ment of Defense for the fiscal year end
ing June 30, 1967, and for other pur
poses, with Senate-amendments thereto, 
disagree to the Senate amendments, and 
agree to the conference asked by the 
Senate. , . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? The Chair hears none, ·and ap
points the following conferees: Messrs. 
MAHON, SIKES, WHITTEN, GEORGE W. 
ANDREWS, FLOOD, LIPSCOMB, 'LAIRD, MIN
SHALL, and BOW. 

SUMMARY OF THE LUNAR OR
BITER I MISSION 

Mr. M.ILLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, on August 

10, 1966, Lunar Orbiter I, this country's 

first spacecraft designed to orbit the 
moon and return high-resolution photo
graphs of its surface, was launched from 
Cape Kennedy on an Atlas-Agena rocket. 
The National Aeronautics and Space Ad
ministration's Langley Research Center, 
Hampton, Va., is responsible for Lunar 
Orbiter project management. The 850-
pound spacecraft was developed and 
manufactured under a prime contract 
by the Boeing Co. of Seattle, Wash., with 
major subcontract assistance by the Ra
dio Corp. of America, Astro-Electronics 
Division, Hightstown, N.J., and the East
man Kodak Co., Rochester, N.Y. 

After nearly 4 days en route to the 
moon, during which a nominal trajec
tory correction was made by its small 
rocket, Lunar Orbiter I was commanded 
to initiate a new maneuver and inject 
itself into an elliptical lunar orbit. This 
was accomplished by a 10-minute rocket 
burn-an extremely long period for con
tinuous thrusting in space-almost pre
cisely as planned. In spite of difficulties 
with the Canopus star sensor which pro
vided attitude reference, engineers were 
able to "fly" the spacecraft on auto
pilot with extreme precision; this is a 
tribute to the careful design concepts 
employed. 

While in its 26th lunar orbit at an 
altitude of about 133 miles above the 
lmoon, the spacecraft took 20 photo
graphs of the east limb of the moon. 
These first pictures were intended to 
provide engineering analysis and plan
ning for the subsequent phases of the . 
mission. Difficulties· were encountered 
with the high resolution camera, al
though images produced by the moderate 
resolution camera were classed as 
"superb." 

As a part of the subsequent operations 
and· tests of the system, three sets of 
photographs of the far side of the moon 
were also taken. These showed the 
greatest details of these areas ever seen 
by inan. While in orbit about the moon, 
precise radio tracking allowed scientists 
to determine for the first time the exact 
shape and mass distribution of the moon. 

On August 21 the Orbiter again fired 
its rocket motor on c·ommand, and low
ered its orbit to a close approach altitude 
of about 35 miles above the lunar surface. 
The spacecraft is set to begiri photo
graphing sites today-August 22-which 
may be suitable for future Surveyor and 
Apollo landings. 

Over a thousand maneuvers have been 
successfully performed by the spacecraft 
to date. This is.extremely significant in 
view of the fact that tne Lunar Orbiter 
project was initiated formally only 2'12 
years ago. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA DAY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

ALBERT). This is the day for the call of 
the District Calendar. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from South Caro
lina [Mr. McMILLAN], chairman of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPART
MENT REORGANIZATION 

Mr. McMILLAN:. Mr. Speaker, I call 
up House Resolution 931 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 
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The Clerk read the resolution, as 
follows: 

H. RES. 931 
Whereas, the sovereign power of this Na

t~on is reserved to the people of all the States 
under t~e Constitution, and 

Whereas, the powers delegated by the peo
ple in tbe Constitution include the command 
to the Congress that it "exercise exclusive 
legislation in all cases whatsoever" in the 
Nation's Capital, and 

Whereas, this power was delegated by the 
people of the States for their own benefit to 
make the seat of government secure for the 
conduct of the National government free 
from threats, coercions, insurrections, or in
terferences, to protect the persons and prop
erty of its representatives and officials, and· 
the visitors and residents at the seat of the 
National government, and to preserve to all 
the people of the Nation the records, build
ings, shrines, and monuments in the National 
Oapi tal, and · · 
- Whereas, the police power delegated to 

the Congress by the Constitution for the pro
tection of the interests of all th~ people obli
gates the Congress to supervise a.n:d control 
the organization and operation of the Metro
politan Police Department in the District of 
Columbia, and 

Whereas, complete reorganization of the 
Metropolitan Police Department has been 
recommended without reference to the views 
of the Congress: Now, · therefore, be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House 
of Representatives that no alteration, reor
ganization, or other 'change shall be made in 
the organization of the Metropolitan Police 
Department of the District of Oolumbia until 
such time as the House of Representatives 
shall have had reasonable opportunity to 
thoroughly examine the complete and final 
report of the President's Commission o~ 
Crime in the District of · Columbia on the 
Metropolitan Police Department . . 

PURPOSE OJI' THE RESOLUTION 
Mr. McMILLAN. · l.\4'r. Speaker, I ask· 

unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ·Is ·there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from South Carolina? 

There was no objection. . 
Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Speaker, the 

purpose of House Resolution 931 is to 
exptess the sense of the House of Repre
sentatives that a reasonable opportunity 
shall be given to the House of Repre
sentatives to examine the complete and 
final report of the President's Commis
sion on Crime in tne District of Colum
bia, the first part of which calls for the 
reorganization of the Metropolitan Po
lice Department. 

RESPONSIBILITY OJI' CONGR'ESS 
The Metropolitan Police Department of 

the District of Columbia is distir1ctly a 
creature of the Congress of the United 
States. The powers delegated QY ~he 
people of this Nation in the Constitution 
include the command to the Congress 
that it ''exetcise exclusive legislation in 
all cases whatsoever" at the seat of the 
National Government. This power was 
delegated to t.he Congress by the people 
for their own .. benefit to make the Na
tion's Capital secure for the conduct of 
the National Government without 
threats, coercions, insurrections or inter
ferences, to protect the persons and prop
erty of its representatives and officials 
and of visitors and resJdents &t the seat 
of the National Ooyernment'i ..and .to pre' 
serve to all the people the records. of the 
Nation, its buildings, shrines and monu-

ments. ·Since this delegation of power 
included the exclusive exercise of the po
lice power within the District of Colum
bia, the Congress had not only the duty to 
establish an organization to police the 
District of ·columbia but it has a con
tinuing obligation to supervise and con
trol the organization and operation of 
the Metropolitan Police Department. 

Your committee recognizes that under 
laws enacted by the Congress, certain 
powers have been delegated for the 
administration of the Police Department. 
It likewise believes that because of the 
primary repsonsibility of the Congress 
for the organization and functing of the 
Metropolitan Police Department, it is a 
reasonable and proper request by the 
Congress to the delegee of administra
tion over the Police Department that the 
Congress be given the opportunity to be 
x:easonably informed concerning the na
ture, purposes, and necessity for such ·re
organization prior to its alteration. 

sion's recoinmendations leave the im
pression that the organization of the 
Police Department is a prime factor, if 
not the tnost important one, relating to 
the adverse crime rates in the District of 
Columbia. In view of your committee's 
long and intimate contact with the 
knowledge of the operation of the Police 
Department of the District of Columbia 
and of the crime situation in the District 
of Columbia, your committee does not 
question that there are some possible im
provements to be made in the organizing 
of the Metropolitan Police Department, 
but it sees no basis for or any probability 
of expectation that such reorganization 
can bring about any substantial improve
ment in the enforcement of the laws in 
the District of Columbia. No judgment 
can be made on this entire matter as to 
the pertinence, and importance, of the 
reorganization of the Police Department 
in relation-to th~ crime situation until 
the full and final report of the Commis
sion has been made available and its con
tents studied. It should be noted, in this 
connection, that the resolution in no way 
proposes any delay in the expeditious
carrying out of recommendations which 
may otherwise be made by the Crime 
Commission. 

Your committee, in recommending the 
adoption of this resolution, makes no 
presumptions concerning the desirabil
ity or validity of the entire report con
cerning the Metropolitan Police Depart
ment or any specific recommendation 
therein. There has been no opportunity 
to make any proper examination of the ~NTICRIME LEGISLATioN 
Commmission's recommendations. Your committee need hardly remind 

PREVIOUS ACTION BY CONGRESS the . HOUSe Of the efforts made by your 
During the last 25 years, almost with- committee and the House of Representa

out exception, the House or Senate Com- tives in the last 8 years to secure enact
mittees on the District of Columbia have ment of legislation to deal with the crime 
considered matters relating directly to situation in the District of Columbia. 
the Metropolitan Police Department and On-five occasions the House has passed 
indirectly in connection with the study legislation to deal with problems of law 
of the crime problem in Washington. enforcement resulting from the decision 
About 15 years ago, the Congress made a in the Mallory case <Mallory v. United 
majqr study of the operation of the Po- States, 354 U.S. 449). . 
lice ·Department, ·which resulted in im- Your committee over a period of 4 
portant changes. in its operation. Be- years considered legislation relating to 
ginning in 1952, and running to 1958, the juvenile court and spent 2 years in. 
there was a substantial annual decrease detailed study of that court and ·the 
in the amount of crime in the District of juvenile crime situation in the District 
Columbia at a time when the crime rate of Columbia. 
w~s incr~asing· in almost every other In the two preceding Congresses and 
jurisdiction in· the United States. The the present Congress your committee has 
rate of clearance for crime ·reached a reported to the House and the House has 
point near or about 50 percent and approved anticrime legislation which has 
ranked Washington among the highest yet to become enacted . . Of CQurse, the 
for any city within the entire Nation. recently House-passed pay -bill (H.R. 
Repeatedly in testimony before com- 15857) with its salary increases averag
mittees, in reports, and in magazine arti- ing 9:9 percent-ranging from 11.4-per
cles, the Metropolitan Police Department cent. increase for beginning privates, who 
of the· District of Columbia was said to will start at $6,700, to 7.1-percent in
be one of the finest and most efficient in crease in the top grades-and its other 
the United States. benefi~ial prov_isions. should aid material
. In recent yea·rs, the Congress has in- ly in meeting the President's. r,ecom-
creased the size of ·the ·police force and .mendations to the Congress to provide 
there have been · improvements i~ the · "substantial increase in police 'salaries to 
organization of ~he Department. New attract and re~ain the best qualified of
training methods and equipment have fleers in the District of Columbia"-and. 
been used, and new electronic equipment t~ereby aid in the , war against crime. 
and methods have been employed. How- During all these efforts, although the 
ever, despite the demonstrated compe- ~rime ra~e ~as ' increased substantially 
tence of the Department and these im- m the District of Columbia, your com
provements, but due to factors not re- mittee at no time has been presented 
lated to police efficiency or department with any indication that such increase 
organization the crime rate in the Dis- was due to the organization of or the 
trict of Col~bia became one of the most operation of the Metropolitan Police De-
rapidly rising rates in the United States. partment. : · 
The ·percentage ot clearance of crime de- . Tim IMMEDIATE PROBLEM 
clined within a few years from 50 per:... The 'COncern of your committee, and~o:f. 
cent to approximately 25 percent. the Congress, with lawbreakers and re-

The press announcements accompany- · peat offenders, is the same concern ex
ing the release of the Crime Commis- pressed by President Johnson in his 
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message at the beginning of this Con
gress, entitled "Law Enforcement and the 
Administration of Justice," wherein he 
stated: 

This active combat against crime calls for 
a fair and efficient system of law enforcement 
to deal with those who break our laws. 

Particularly with regard to Washing
ton, he stated: 

We must improve law enforcement and the 
administration of criminal justice in the Dis
trict • • •. Both in its ow~ right and as a 
model for other cities, Washington can and 
should be a focus for intensive efforts in 
crime prevention, the detection and prosecu
tion of crimes, rehab111tation, and rela:ted 
activities. 

or 30.9 percent; petit larceny; up 270 offenses 
or 30.8 percent; auto theft, up 132 offenses or 
25.7 percent. 

The classification of rape, with 14 offenses, 
showed no change. 

The increase for the month of July, 1966, 
brought the trend of serious offenses (total 
offenses for the past 12 montlis) to 36,006, 
an increase of 2,997 offenses or 9.1 percent 
from the trend of July 1965, and an increase 
of 127.9 percent from the low point of June 
1957. 

cnearances of part I offenses for the 12-
month period ending with July 1966, were 

· down to 27.2 percent as compared with 36.0 
percent for July 1965. 

WASHINGTON COMPARED WITH OTHER CITIES 

In terms of current, nationwide crime 
rates, the District s~ands high with other 
cities of comparable size. FBI statistics 
just released for 1965 show tl;lat for 16 
cities in the 500,000 to 1 million popula
tion class, as indicated in the tabulation 
below, Washington ranks fourth in the 
actual number of offenses -as well as in 
the rate of crime iridex offenses per 1,000 
popul'ation. 

In the various categories of crime index; 
offenses during 1965, the District, as 

CRIME IN THE · DISTRICI' OF CoLUMBIA, JULY shown in the next tabulation, ranked as 19661 
follows among such cities: 

What is the greatest immediate con
concern of your committee is the unques
tioned critical, alarming, · and continuing 
crime situation in the Nation's Capital, 
as revealed daily by the local news media, 
by the monthly reports -of the local po
lice, and by the quarterly and annual 
reportS of the Federal Bureau of Investi
gation. The latest fhtures show the fol
lowing shocking picture of Washington: 

' During July 1966 a total of 3,628 offenses 
were reported in the District, an increase of First in murder and nonnegligent man-
784 offenses or 27.6% from July 1965. slaughter. 

This was the 50th consecutive month with First in robbery. 
an increase in crime 1n Washington. During Second in aggravated assault--assault 
July, increases occurred 1n the classifications with a dangerous weapon. 
of criminal homicide, up 4 offenses, or 40.0 
percent; robbery, up 74 offenses or 23.2 per- Third in housebreaking. 
cent; aggravated assault, up 59 offenses or Fourth in auto theft. 
22.2 percent; housebreaking, up 202 offenses Fifth in forcible rape. 
or 28.6 percent; grand larceny, up 43 offenses Fifth in larceny. 

Crime index offenses-Calendar year 1965 1 

i..l:$ (C ' . 00 000 t 1 000 000 ul t' ] 1t1es 5 . 0 , , pop a 1on 

Po pula- Total Rob- Aggra- House- Larceny Auto - City tion,1960 offenses Murder Rape bery vated break- $50 and theft 
census assault ing over 

----------
Baltimore. __ ---------------~ 939,024 26,193 131 260 2,109 3,830 7,393 7,053 5, 417 
Boston ____ ---- -------------- 697,197 22,542 ,. 57 77 1,109 930 4,681 2, 775 12,913 
Buffalo. _---------- ---------- 532,759 9,833 

' 
16 50 381 418 3,899 2,359 2, 710 

CincinnatL----------------- 502,550 6,076 41 122 317 651 2, 451 1,656 838 
Cleveland.-- ---------------- 876,050 16,697 108 149 1,832 1,288 7,374 1,025 4,921 
Dallas. _.--------- -------- - -- 679,684 15,830 116 137 592 1,320 7, 715 2,256 3,694 
Houston __ ----------- _____ --- 938,219 25,238 139 121 .1,434.. 2,314 12,860 4,380 3,990 
Milwaukee __ ---------------- 741,324 10,361 27 33 214 477 2,433 3,841 3,326 

' New Orleans._-------------- 627,525 16,621 87 119 1,065 979 5, 798 3,953 4,620 
Pittsburgh ___ ---------------- 604,332 18,495 40 152 1, 373 1,108 6,001 3,833 5,988 
St. Louis __ __ -- -------------- 750,026 25,750 138 323 2,293 2,256 12,661 2, 533 5, 546 
San Antonio ___ ------~------- 587,718 15,222 53 94 331 1,380 7,161 4,165 2,033 
San Diego ___ ---------------- 573,224 10,251 '" 26 44 367 479 3,165 4.372 1, 798 
San Francisco.---~---------- 740, 316 26,924 57 85 2,087 1,830 11,535 a;975 7,355 
Seattle •. _-- - - __ -------------- 557,087 11,826 24 78 516 394 4, 965 3,938 1, 911 
Washington, D.C ____________ 763,956 25, 462 ~1965~ . 148 140. 2,881 2,635 9,886 4,153 5,619 

22,932 1964 132 96 2,279 2,605 8,910 3,518 5,392 
Rank order of Washington 

(based on actual number 
of offenses): 

1965 ____ ---- -------------- ---------- 4th 1st 5th 1st 2d 3d lith 4th 
1964 ____ ------------------ ---------- 4th 4th 9tb 1st 1st 4th 9th 5th 

1 Based on "Unilorm Grime Reports-1965'' issued b:y the Federal Bureau of Investigation, July 28, 1966. 

While, according to the latest FBI re
port, nationwide suburban crime rates 
were increasing twice as fast as those in 
the big central cities, Washington is an 
exception. Here the crime rate is rising 

" faster in the central city than in the sur
rounding suburbs. 

CRIJIIIE PACTORS 

In the foreword to the FBI report re
ferred to, it is stated: 

Crime is a social problem and the 
concern of the entire community. The 

1 Summary of MetropoUtan Pollee Depart
ment report for July. 

• . ' 

law enforcement effort ls limited to fac
tors within its control. Some of the 
conditions which will affect the amount 
and type of crime that occurs from place 
to place ·are · briefly outlined below: 

Density and size of the community 
population and the metropolitan area of 
which it is a part. 

Composition of the · population with 
reference particularly to age, sex, and 
race. 

Economic statUs and mores of the 
population. 

. r 

Relative stability of population, in
cluding commuters, seasonal, and other 
transient types. 

Climate, including seasonal weather 
conditions. 

Educational, recreational, and religi
ous characteristics. 

Effective strength of the police force. 
Standards governing appointments to 

the police force. 
Policies of prosecuting offi.cials and the 

courts. 
Attitude of the public toward law en

forcement problems. 
The administrative and investigative 

effi.ciency of the local law enforcement 
agency. 

Obviously, from the foregoing, the or
ganization and status of the Metropoli
tan Police force is but one of the many 
factors which may bear upon the solu
tion of the blatant crime situation in the 
Nation's Capital. · 

Admittedly, the preliminary report of 
the President's Commission on Crime in 
the District of Columbia, devoted solely 
to the Metropolitan Police force, at best 
relates only to one of the many facets 
involved in the alleviation of crime; 
namely, the detection and assistance in 
the bringing to justice the perpetrators 
of criminal offenses h~re. 

CONCLUSION 

There is nothing in this first report of 
the Crime Commission to show a correla.:. 
tion between the rising criminal tide in 
the District of Columbia and the orga
nization of the Police Department. Until 
the complete picture is available on the 
other crime factors, such as are listed 
above in the FBI report, it would seem 
unwarranted to proceed in a piecemeal 
fashion. 

If there be weaknesses in the organi
zation of the police, your committee will 
recommend appropriate and necessary 
legislation for the consideration of the 
Congress. But your committee has been 
urging for months that the first and most 
important job for the District govern
ment and the courts, the police and Con
gress alike, is to meet head on and curb 
the incidence of crime as is already 
known here and to take positive steps 
with respect thereto. Toward that end, 
your committee is endeavoring to finalize 

· legislation through a conference agree
ment with the other body on the omnibus 
anticrime bill-H.R. 5688. Already over 
a dozen conferences of members and 
of staff have produced many agree
ments, and it is hoped that final con
ference action may be reached shortly 
and a report brought to the House and 
Senate. 

As the President has well stated: 
We cannot postpone our responsibility to 

act against crimes committed today. 
Only when the full recommendations 

of the Crime Commission are made and 
are available, however, can the Congress 
or anyone else intelligently take other 
ste'ps which may be needed or desirable
whether reorganization of the Police De
partment or otherwise--to give the Na
tion's Capital the degree of protection 
and security that citizens and visitors 
alike are at a mlnlm.um entitled to 
receive. ' 
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The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 

EXPAND MEMBERSHIP OF POLICE 
DEPARTMENT BAND 

Mr. WHITENER. Mr. Speaker, by di
rection of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, I call up the bill <H.R. 
8205) to amend the act of July 11, 1947, 
to include members of the District of 
Columbia Fire Department in the Metro
politan Police Department band, and for 
other purposes, and ask unanimous con
sent that the bill be considered in the 
House as in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ALBERT). Is there objection to the re
quest of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

H.R. 8205 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 

Representatives of the United States of Amer
ica in Congress assembl.ed, That the second 
sentence of section 1 of the Act entitled "An 
Act to authorize the establishment of a band 
in the Metropolitan Police force", approved 
July 11, 1947 (61 Stat. 311), as amended (sec. 
4-182, D.C. Code, 1961 edition), is amended to 
read as follows: "The Commissioners are au
thorized in their discretion to detail officers 
and members of the Metropolitan Police force 
and the District of Columbia Fire Depart
ment to participate in the activities of such 
band." 

SEc. 2. The Act approved July 11, 1947, as 
amended, is further amended by striking 
section 5 and inserting in lieu thereof the 
following: 

"SEC. 5. The Secretary of the Interior is 
authorized in his discretion to deta~l officers 
and members of the United States Park 
Police force to participate in the activities of 
the band established by this Act, and the Sec
retary of the Treasury is autb,orized in his 
discretion to detail officers and members of 
the White House Police force to participate in 
the activities of such band." 

SEC. 3. The Act approved July 11, 1947, as 
amended, is further amended by adding a 
section 6, as follows: 

"SEc. 6. Appropriations to carry out the 
provisions of this Act are authorized." 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

1. Strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
· "That the Act entitled 'An Act to author
ize the establishment of a band in the Metro
politan Police force', approved July 11, 194'7, 
is amended as follows: 

" ( 1) The second sentence of the first sec
tion of such Act (D.C. Code, sec. 4-182) is 
amended to read as follows: 'The Commis
sioners are authorized in their discretion to 
detail officers and members of the Metro
politan Police force and the District of Co
lumbia Fire Departmerut to participate in the 
activities of such band.' 

"(2) Such Act is amended by in~rting 
immediately after the first section the follow
ing new section: 

"'SEc. 2. The Secretary of the Interior is 
authorized in his discretion to detall officers 
and members of the United States Park Police 
force to participate in the activities of the 
band established by this Act, and the Secre
tary of the Treasury is authorized in his 
discretion to detail officers and members of 
the White House Police force to pal'ticipate 1n 
the activities of such band.' 

"(3) Section 5 of such Act is repealed and 
section 4 of such Act (D.C. Code, sec. 4-184) 
is redesignated as section 5." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

Mr. WffiTENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD and 
include extraneous matter. -

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
PURPOSE OF THE BILL ' 

M~. WHITENER. Mr. Speaker, the 
purpose of H.R. 8205 is to permit mem
bers of the District of Columbia Fire De
partment, the White House Police force, 
and the U.S. Park Police .force to be de
tailed by the District of Columbia Com-

-missioners, the Secretary of the' Treas
ury, and the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and the Secretary of the Interior, re
spectively, to participate in the activi
ties of the Metropolitan Police Depart
ment band. 

NEED FOR LEGISLATION 

Actually, some members of these other 
forces do participate as members of the 
Police Department band. However, since 
present law does not permit them to be 
officially detailed to this duty, they must 
do so without any coverage as to disabil
ity compensation which applies when 
such members are performing their offi
cial duties. In short, therefore, while 
members -of all these forces may and do 
participate as members of the Police De
partment -band, only members of the 
Metropolitan Police Department are 
presently protected against injury or dis
ability incurred while engaged in the 
band's activities. 

It is the opinion of your · committee 
that all members of this band should be 
adequately protected against injury in
curred while engaged in the band's ac
tivities. This bill will accomplish this by 
providing that members of all these 
forces, when assigned to the police band, 
will be engaged in official duty and hence 
will be eligible during such activity for 
the same disability benefits to which they 
are entitled when performing their regu
lar duties. 

Another present difficulty in connec
tion with members of the Fire Depart
ment, White House Police, · and the U.S. 
Park Police participating as members of 
the Police Department band is that they 
must do so on their own time, whereas 
the time spent by Police Department 
members of the band in rehearsals and 
performances counts as part of their 
regular workweek. Further, if such 
time is spent outside their regular duty 
hours, then the Police Department mem
bers are entitled to an equal amount of 
compensatory time off. The provisions 
of this bill will extend this arrangement 
also to members of these other forces 
who participate in the band's activities, 
so that the time so spent by all members 
of the band will be considered as part of 
their duty hours. 

It is the view of your committee that 
these provisions will have the desirable 

effect of materially increasing the size 
of this fine Police Department band. 

BACKGROUND 

The Metropolitan Police Department 
band was first officially authorized by an 
act of Congress in 194'7, as "a band . to 
perform at such mtiriicipal or civic func
tions and events as may be authorized 
by the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia." 

The members participate in this . band 
without extra -compensation, though a 
director is authorized at a salary not to 
exceed that of a captain in the Metro
politan Police Department. 

The Metropolitan Police Department 
band presently consists of 20 regularly 
participating members. By calling upon 
other musicians in the White House 
Police force, the U.S. Park Police force, 
and the Metropolitan Police force, it is 
possible to organize a unit of approxi
mately 50 pieces. This will be done, for 
example, in connection with the forth
coming Amencan Legion parade. 

-ROLE OF 'rHE METROPOLITAN POLICE 
DEPARTMENT BAND 

At a public hearing on this bill con
ducted on August 1, 1966, your commit
tee was informed that the mission of the 
Police Department band is far broader 
in scope than merely playing at parades, 
ceremonials, and dedications for what
ever public relations value these may 
bave. While the band does strive, of 
course, to niake a good showing in such 
highly competitive performances as 
American Legion parades and Shriners 
parades of f~r greater importance to the 
Police Department, and to the District, 
is the band's contribution in the fields of · 
community relations, cadet recruiting, 
crime deterrence, and bringing the true 
image of the police before the District of 
Columbia citizen of tomorrow. 

This portion of the Police Department 
band's mission is made possible by an 
arrangement with the District of Colum
bia Superintendent of Schools, by Which 
this police band joins with the various 
high school bands in the city for special 
assembly programs. Each of these pro
grams requires two 1-hour rehearsals. 
During these rehearsals and the assembly 
program itself, the seating arrangement 
is such that a pollee musician sits in a 
group of high school musicians, all play
ing the same type instrument. Through 
this experience of common interest and 
participation in music, the children and 
the policemen discover a mutual appre
ciation and understanding of each other, 
which the Police Department has found 
to be invaluable to all concerned. 
These children will be less hesitant and 
reluctant to call on their new friend, the 
police bandsman, and their parents will 
also be more apt to regard the policeman 
in the light of friendship. 

The point is eloquently expressed 1n a 
letter addressed. to District of Columbia 
Police Chief John B. Layton from the 
principal of one of the senior high 
schools in the District. This letter was 
submitted to your committee in testi
mony, and states in part as follows: 

DEAR CHIEF LAYTON: On Thurs,jay, Febru
ary 11, lt was our pleasure to have the Police 
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Band perform for our student body at ·an 
assembly. The studen~s and faculty were 
quite impressed. It is my belief that this 
was an excellent bit of public relations. You 
are to be commended for encouraging and 
maintaining this group. It is an image of 
the Police Department we need to encourage 
just as well as the law enforcement side of 
the Department. In closing, I would like 
to again commend you for maintaining and 
promoting this worthwh1le group. 

The Metropolitan Police Pepartment 
band ·offers opportunities also to mem
bers of these forces with no previous 
musical training to come into its pro
gram. For example, the present director 

. has organized· a group of District of Co
lumbia police cadets, most of whom had 
no previous knowledge of music what
ever, into a group of drummers. Also, 
he offers private lessons free of charge 
to any member of the various forces who 
wishes to learn to play an instrument. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Your committee is of the opinion that 
this police department band represents 
a useful weapon in the war against crime 
in the District of Columbia. Further, we 
believe that its service in this respect has 
not been utilized to its fullest extent. 
Your committee suggests, for example, 
that this band, as it will expand under 
the provisions of this bill, might well be 
sent outside the District of Columbia to 
perform as an aid to the recruitment pro
gram. Such a demonstration to the pub
lic that the Metropolitan Police Depart
ment · offers opportunities for outlets 
other than just police work could prove 
a valuable asset, indeed, to recruitment. 

The committee· recommends this pro-
. posed legislation, therefore, to augment 

the important contribution which this 
band is making toward alleviating crime 
in the District of Columbia, and urges 
that its use be· expanded as far as is 
practicable. 

. OOMMITI'EE AMENDMENTS 

The amendments to this bill are· de
signed to make it completely clear that 
members of all three services-the Dis
trict of Columbia Fire Department, the 
White House Police, and the U.S. Park 
Police--are included in its provisions, 
and also to achi·eve a greater .clarity in . 
the compliation o{ the present .law. No 
change in the original intent of the Dis
trict of Columbia Board of Commission
ers is involved. -

The language in the present law which 
specifies that the members of the Police 
Department band, with the exception 
of the director, shall receive no addi
tional compensation for participating in 
the activities of the band, has been 
omitted in these amendments to the act 
as recommended by the Commissioners: 
However, this omission is based upon the 
assumption that ·this language is not 
necessary to the act, and is not to~ be 
construed as an intention to authorize 
additional compensation for such par
ticipation. On the contrary, it is the 
opinion of your committee that since 
this activity comprises a part of the 
members' regular duty hours, participa
tion therein should not entitle the mem
bers to extra pay. 

It is not intended that any officer or 
member of any of these forces shall be 
detailed unwillingly to participate in the 
activities of the Police Department band, 
as this would obviously not serve the best 
interests of the organization itself. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COMMISSIONERS' 
RECOMMENDATION 

The Board 'of Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia request this legis- · 
latiori. ~ 

Mr. RONCALIO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous ·Consent that the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. SICKLES] may ex
tend his remarks at this ·point in the 
RECORD. 

. The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Wyoming? .. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, I rise in . 

support for H.R. 8205, which relates to 
participation in the Metropolitan Police 
Department band. I introduced this 
legislation on ].14:ay 17 and it was report
ed by the House Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia on August 5; I want 
to thank my colleagues on that commit
tee for their unanimous support for this 
measure. 

The bill authorizes the District of Co
lumbia Commissioners to detail mem
bers of the District of Columbia Police 
and Fire Departments to pl,ay in the 
Metropolitan Police Department band. 
It also authorizes the Secretary of In
terior to detail members of the White 
House Police force to participate in the 
activities of the police b~d. In so doing, 
the bill makes clear that the participants 
in the band, whether in rehearsal or in 
actual perform.a~ce, are on official duty 
and therefore eligible for coverage as to 
disability compensation. it will also in
sure that the time spent by all members. 
of the band will be considered as part of 
thei:J;" . regular duty hours. At present, 
only members of the Metropolitan Police 
Oepartment are covered by disability 
compensation and are considered to be 
on regular duty when participating in 
band activities. 

With only. police members participat
ing in the band, the unit has a size of 
about 20. But when musicians from the 
Fire Department and some of the Federal 
services are added, the size of the band 
swells to about 50 members. Since the 
~and not only plays at·parades, ceremo~
ials and dedications, but also makes a 
significant contribution to community 
relatic;ms and cadet recruiting, it is, of 
course, desirable to have as large a band · 
as possible. 

As an old bandsman.myself, I strongly 
urge House passage of this measure. 

The b111 was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
"An Act to amend the Act of July 1 i, 
1947, to authorize members of the Dis
trict of Columbia Fire Department, the 
United States Park Police force, and the 
White House Police force to participate 
in the Metropolitan . Police Department 
band,-and for other purposes.'' 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

AUTHORITY OF DISTRICT ·oF CO
LUMBIA COMMISSIONERS IN ES
CHEAT CASES 
Mr. WlllTENER. Mr. Speaker, by 

direction of the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia I call up the bill <H.R. 
15706) to amend section 5 of the Act of 
February 11, 1929, to remove the dollar 
limit on the authority of the BOard of 
Commissioners of the District of Colum
bia to settle claims of the District o! 
Columbia in escheat cases, and ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be con
sidered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The SJ;>EAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objecti'on to the request of the gentleman 
from North carolina? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill; as follows: 

H.R. 15706. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and Home 

of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the first 
proviso of section 5 of the Act entitled "An 
Act authorizing the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to settle claims and 
suits against the District of Columbia", ap
proved February 11, 1929 (D.C. Code, sec. 
1-906), 1s amended by inserting ", except, 
a claim or suit under sect.ion 19-701 of the 
District of Columbia Code," immediately 
after "no claim or suit so compromised". 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Page 1, line 7, immediately after "except" 
insert ", with the approval of the United 
States District Court ·for the District of 
Columbia,". 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

Mr. WHITENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the REcoRD· and 
include extraneous matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
PURPOSE OF THE BILL 

Mr. WIDTENER. Mr. Speaker, the 
purpose of H.R. 15706 is to amend the 
act of February 11, 1929-65 Stat: 131-
District of Columbia Co.de,. title l, sec
tion 906-to authorize the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, acting for 
the District, to settle a disputed claim re
garding the surplus of a decedent's estate 
which the District is a statutory es
cheatee, by accepting a percentage of the 
net assets of the estate where such com
promise would result in a reduction of 
more than $10,000 in the amount of the 
claim against the estate. 

EXISTING LAW 

The type of claim which is the concern 
of this proposed legislation may arise 
under title 19, section 701, of the District 
of Columbia Code, which provides: 

Where there is no surviving spouse or 
relations of the intestate within the fifth 
degree ~e~koned by counting down from the 
coriiinon ancestor to the more remote, the 
surplus of real and personal property es-
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cheats to the District of Columbia to be used 
by the Commissioners of the District of Co
lumbia for the benefit of the poor. 

Annually, there are between 5 and 15 
cases where a person dies in the District 
of Columbia as to whom it is believed 
there are no heirs. Commonly, after 
publication of notice, people come for
ward as claimants· under law against the 
estate. In such cases, as noted hereafter 
the burden of proof which falls upon. the 
District of Columbia may be very sub
stantial. In such situations, it may be 
highly desirable and advantageous to the 
District of Columbia to be able to com
promise such claims. 

The authority of the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to compromise 
any claim is strictly limited by the act 
of February 11, 1929, as amended-Dis
trict of Columbia Code, title 1, section 
906-which provides: ' 

SEc. 5. That upon a report by the Corpo
ration Counsel of the Distric·t of Ooliunbia 
showing in detail the just and true amount 
and condition of any claim or suit which the 
District of Oolumbia may now or hereafter 
have against any person, firm, association, or 
corporation, and the terms upon which the 
same may be compromised, and stating that 
in hls opinion the compromise of such claim 
would be for the best interest of the District 
of Columbia, the Commissioners of the Dis
trict of Columbia be, and they hereby are, 
authorized to compromise such claim or suit 
accordingly: Provided, however, That no 
claim or suit so compromised shall be re
duced by an amount greater than $10,000: 
And provided further, That this section shall 
not apply to claims or suits for taxes or spe
cial assessments. 

Thus, regardless 'of the desirability and 
benefit to the District of Columbia, no 
compromise may be made by the District 
in an escheat case if the compromise 
would result in ·a reduction of more than 
$10,000 in the amount of the claim. 

NEED FOR THE LEGISLATION 

As noted above, the surplus of an 
~state eschea'ts to the District of Col
umbia on proof that there is no surviving 
spouse or relative of the deceased within 
the fifth degree counting down from the 
common ancestor to the more remote. 
The burden of proof of the District was 
established in the case of Frazier v. Kutz, 
decided by the United States Court of 
Appeals of the District of Columbia on 
December 13, 1943 <139 Fed. 2d 380). In 
that case, the court sai~: 

In every case oif this nature there 1s a 
presumption of law that the deceased left 
heirs, and this presumption obtains until the 
claimant by escheat overcomes the presump
tion by strong and convincing evidence. 

To comply with the standards of proof 
required by the courts, the District of 
Columbia often finds it necessary to trace 
the ancestory of the deceased through a 
series of generations to determine wheth
er or not there is an ancestor having 
progeny who may or may not inherit. 
This may involve extensive searches of 
records in foreign countries to examine 
the validity of claims and the authentic
ity of foreign documents. Where rec
ords have been destroyed by conflagra
tions, or due to wartime destruction, lt 
may be extremely costly or even impos-

sible to establish essential facts of rela
tionship. Claimants may be scattered 
in different nations and they would have 
to come to this jurisdiction themselves 
or by designation of representatives to 
testify affirmatively because of the ques
tioned validity of or the lack of documen
tary proof which might otherwise sup
port a disposition of the estate. 

Where such circumstances e:x;ist, it may 
require expenditures which would con
sume a substantial part of or all of the 
net estate and involve several years of 
time for the District to resolve a case. 

During a public hearing before Sub
committee No. 5 on August 1, 1966, testi
mony was presented regarding the diffi
culties which may be involved under 
existing provisions of law, and the com
mittee was advised of specific cases now 
pending which involve such elements of 
uncertainty as might be best resolved to 
the benefit of the District of Columbia . 
through a compromise agreement which 
compromise would involve a reduction by 
an amount greater than $10,000. No 
objections were voiced to · the purpose 
and language of the bill. Accordingly, 
your committee finds that the proposed 
legislation is reasonable and desirable. 

COMMrrrEE AMENDMENT 

In the course of committee delibera
tions on the proposed legislation, con
sideration was given to the desirability of 
some court supervision over compromises 
proposed in connection with escheat 
cases: Your committee concluded that 
such supervision would simplify the 
problem of securing bond for the admini
strator, protect the administrator if later 
issue was raised by some disgruntled 
party, and protect the District govern
ment as to any question which might be 
raised concerning the propriety of the 
compromise. Accordingly, the commit
tee amendment was added, requiring 
that any compromise in escheat cases 
should have the approval of the U.S. 
Court for the District of Columbia. 

The Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia reported favorably on the legis
lation and urged its enactment in a letter 
to the chairman. 
. The bill was ordered to be engrossed 

and read a third time, was read the 
third time and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

AMEND THE PRESIDENTIAL IN
AUGURAL CEREMONIES ACT 

Mr. WHITENER. Mr. Speaker, by di
rection of the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia, I call up the bill <H.R. 
6143) to amend the Presidential In-

' augural Ceremonies Act, and ask unani
mous consent that the bill be considered 
in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

H.R. 6143 
Be f.t enacted by the Senate and House 

of Representatives of the United States of 

America in Congress assembied, That section 
3 of the Presidential Inaugural Ceremonies 
Act approved August 6, 1956 (70 Stat. 1049; 
sec. 1-1203, D.C. Code, 1961 ed.) is amended 
(a) by striking "travel expenses of enforce
ment personnel from other jurisdictions" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "travel expenses 
of enforcement personnel, including sani
t arians, from other jurisdictions"; and (b) 
by striking "policemen and firemen" and in
serting in lieu thereof "policemen, firemen, . 
and other municipal employees". 

Mr. WHITENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this Point in the RECORD and 
include extraneous matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
PURPOSE OF THE BILL 

Mr. WHITENER. Mr. Speaker, the 
purpose of the bill (H.R. 6143) is to 
amend the Presidential Inaugural Cere
monies Act of 1956-70 statute 1049 Dis
trict of Columbia Code title 1, section 
1201 and the following-in two partic
ulars: 

First. To provide for the payment of 
travel expenses of "sanitarians" (expert 
health advisers) whom the Commission
ers · of the District of Columbia are al
ready authorized to employ, on a tempo
rary basis, to promote adequate inspec~ 
tion and enforcement of health regula
tions during the inaugural period. 

Second. To provide meals for em
ployees of Health Department, and other 
municipal employees, who are required 
to remain on duty at their posts through 
mealtimes during such inaugural period, 
many of them being stationed along the 
line of march of the inaugural parade. 
The act now authorizes such meals for 
police and firemen. · 

BACKGROUND 

Under the Presidential Inaugural Cer
emonies Act referred to, the Commis
sioners of the District of Columbia are 
authorized and directed to' make all rea
sonable regulations necessary to secure 
the preservation of public order and pro
tection of life, health, and property; to 
make special regulations respecting the 
standing, movement, and operation of 
vehicles of whatever character or kind 
during said period; and to grant, under 
such; conditions as they may impose, 
speCial licenses to peddlers and vendors 
for the privilege of selling goods, wares, 
and merchandise in such places in the 
District of Columbia, and to charge such 
fees for such privilege, as they may deem 
proper. 

Pursuant to this authority the Com
missioners, in connection with the in
augural ceremonies, employ additional 
sanitarians-expert health advisers
from other jurisdictions as may be 
needed to supplement the staff of the 
District of Columbia Department of Pub
lic Health to promote adequate inspection 
and enforcement of health regulations 
during the inaugural period. Particu
larly they are needed to help enforce 
those regulations pertairung to the prep
aration and dispensing of food, on ac
count of the many visitors here to attend 
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the various ceremonies and functions at
tendant to the inauguration. Further, 
the .Sa.nitarians not only assist in inspec
tion and the enforcement of fixed regu
lations to protect the public health, but 
they also study the District practices 
and make a report thereon to the local 
authorities. 

The act referred to also authorizes the 
appropriation of-and in the past the 
Congress has · appropriated-such sums 
as are necessary to enable. the Commis
sioners to provide additional municipal 
services in said District during the in
augural period, including employment of 
personal services without regard to the 
civil service and classification laws; travel 
expenses of enforcement personnel from 
other jurisdictions; hire of means of 
transportation; meals for policemen and 
firemen, cost of r.emoving .and relocating 
streetcar platforms, construction, rent, 
maintenance, and expenses incident to 
the operation of temporary public com
fo~ stations, first aid stations, and in
formation booths; and other incidental 
expenses in the discretion of the Com .. 
missioners. 

However, as presently construed, this 
authority does not permit payment of 
travel expenses of sanitarians, nor meals 
for municipal employees referred . to-
other than police and firemen-who 
are required to remain on duty through 
mealtimes. 

The reported bill corrects these omis
sions and provides authority for pay
me~t thereof. 

PRECEDENTS FOR THE LEGISLATION 

The Congress has already, in several 
acts passed since the President Inau
gural Ceremonies Act of 1956, enacted 
into law provisions identical to those in 

· your reported bill to cover travel ex
penses of sanitarians, and meals for 
municipal employees, as for example: 

House Joint Resolution 888-Public 
Law 88-1836, approved July 28, 1964-
and House Joint Resolution 195-Public 
Law 1178, approved July 19, 1966-to 
authorize the District of Columbia Com
missioners to promulgate special regula
tions for the July 1965 and July 1967 
Washington conventions of the Imperial 
Council~ Ancient Arabic Order of the 
Nobles of the Mystic Shrine for North 
America. 

. House Joint Resolution 195-Public 
Law 89-25, approved May 22, 1965-
giving the District of Columbia Commis
sioners 'similar authority with respect to 
the American Legion convention sched
uled to be held in Washington the latter 
part of this month. · 

HEARING 

The enactment of the reported bill was 
urged by representatives of the District 
of Columbia Comniissioners and the Dis
trict of Columbia Department of Public 
Health at a public hearing before Sub
committee No. 5 on August 1, 1966. No 
opposition to the bill has been expressed 
to your committee. 

The ·letter of the President of the 
Board of Commissioners recommending 
this legislation follows: 

GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA, EXECU-:t:IVE' _OF-
FICES, 

Washington, March 5,1965. 
The Honorable SPEAKER, 
U.S. House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

MY DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Th.e Co.Qllllissioners 
of the District of Columbia have the honor 
to suomit herewith a draft b111 "To amend 
the Presidential Inaugural Ceremonies Act." 

The draft bill amends section 3 of the 
Presidential Inaugural Ceremonies · Act in 
such manner as to take care of two matters 
which have been brought to the attention of 
the Commissic;mers. The first of the amend
ments, providing for the insertion in such 
section of the phrase "including sanitarians", 
is proposed 1n the expec'tation that it may 
become necessary for the District of Colum
bia to employ, on a temporary basis, sani
tarians from other jurisdictions to provide 
adequate inspection and enforcement of 
health regulations during · the Inaugural 
Period, including those regulations pertain
ing to the . preparation and 1dispensing of 
food, so that the Department of Public 
Health of the District of Columbia will not 
be forced to neglect completely its routine 
responsibilities for such inspection and en
forcement during such Inaugural Period. 
The second amendment of this section of 
existing law is proposed for the purpose of 
authorizing the procurement of food to 
feed municipal employees required to re
main on duty during such Inaugural Period 
and who, unless the District of Columbia 
arranges for their feeding, may find it diffi
cult or impossible to provide themselves with 
food. 

The Commissioners, in the belief that the 
proposed amendments of the Presiden tia.l 

Inaugural Ceremonies Act will be to the ben
efit of the general public during the Inau
gural Period, strongly recommend the enact
ment of the attached draft bill. 

The Commissioners have been advised by 
the Bureau of the Budget that, from the 
standpoint of the Administration's program, 
there is no objection to the submission o! 
this legislation to the Congress. 

· Sincerely yours, · 
WALTER N. TOBRINER, 

President, Board of Commissioners, 
District of Columbia. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on th~ table. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA TEACHERS' 
SALARY ACT AMENDMENTS OF 
1966 
Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Speaker, at 

this time I yield to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. DownY] to call up a bill from 
his subcommittee. 

Mr. DOWDY. Mr. Speaker, by direc
tion of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia I call up the bill <H.R. 
16337) to amend the District of Colum
bia Teachers' Salary Act of 1955 to in
crease the salaries of teacb.ers, school 
officers, and other employees of the Board 
of Education of the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes, with sundry com
mittee amendments, and ask unanimous 
consent that the bill be considered in the 
House as in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

H.R. 16337 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of 
America in Ccm,gress assembled, That this Act 
may be ci~ as the "District of Columbia 
Teachers' Salary Act Amendments of 1966". 

SEC. 2. The District of Colum·bia Teach
ers' Salary Act of 1955 is amended as follows: 

(1) Section 1 (D.C. Code, sec. 31-1501) is 
amended to read as follows: 

"SECTION 1. (a) The following are the sal
ary schedules for teachers, school omcers, and 
certain other employees of the Board of Edu
cation whose positions are included therein: 

Serv- Serv- Serv- Serv- Serv- Serv- Serv- Serv- Serv-
"Salary class and position ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

~1~2~3~4~5~6~7~8~9 
_____ .:;____:_....:...._"-'.!._-;---;-:-c-:-~-,-,-----~--.--:---=----. --j--------------------------

Class 1 _____________________________ ---------------- ______ ----------------------- ____ ----- _- ----- $26, 500 
Superintendent. . . · 

Class 2 ___ __________ _______ ____ _____ ______ ____ ~ ________ -~---- ----------------- __ . _ - ~ ---- ----- - -- - 22, 000 
Deputy superintendent. 

Class 3 ___ ____________ ----- - _ ---------- _ ------ __________ ------- ~ ---- __ --------------------------- 16, 410 
Assistant superintendent. 

Cl~~~!~-~~~~-~~~~~-e:~-~~~~~-e~-- ________ _________ ~- ____________________ -------------------------- 14, 500 
Director, curriculum. · 
Dean, teachers college. 
Executive assistant to superintendent. 

Class 5: 
Group A, bachelor's degree ____________ __________ _______ ·------------------·---------------- -- 12, 740 
Group B, master's degree __ -------"---- ------- ---------------------------------------------- 13, 275 
Group C, master's degree plus 30 credit hours---------------------~-------- ----------------- 13,495 
Group D, doctor's degree __ ---------------------'-------------------------- - ----------- ------ 13, 715 

Chief examiner. · 
Director, food, services. 
Director, industrial adult education. 
Executive assistant to deputy superintendent. 

$16,715 $17,020 

14,810 15,120 

13,025 
13,560 
13,780 
14,000 

$17,325 $17,630 $17,935 $18,240 $18,545 $18,850 

15,430 15,740 16,050 16,360 16,670 16,980 

14,165 14,450 14,735 15,020 
14,700 14,985 15,270 15,556 
14,920 15,205 15,490 15,775 
15,140 15,425 15,710 15,995 
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·serv- Serv- · Serv- Serv- Serv- Serv- Scrv- Serv- Serv-
"Salary class and position ice ice ice · iCe ice ice ice ice ice 

Step 1 Step 2 Step 3 · Step 4 Step 5 Step 6 Step 7 StepS Step 9 
------------------------ --.-

Class 6: Group B, masr.er's degree ____ ___ ____________ __________________ : ________________ ______ _______ $12,805 $13, 090 $13,375 $13,660 $13, 945 $14,230 $14,515 $14,800 $15,085 
Principal level IV ___ ------_--·- ______ ------------------- _______ ____ :_ _______ --------- _____ 12,805 13,090 13,375 13,660 13,945 14,230 14,515 14,800 15,085 
Principal level Ill __________ ---- ____ --- __ -------------- _______ ______________ : ____________ 12,525 12, 810 13,095 13,380 13,665 13,950 14,235 14,520 14,805 
Principal level II ____ __ ----------~--------------------------- __ --------_---------- ___ --·-- 12,245 12, 530 12,815 13, 100 13,385 13,670 13,955 _14,240 14, 525 
Principal level! ___ ___________ ------------------ ____________ .. ! .. ________________________ 14,965 12,250 12,535 12,820 13,105 13,390 13,675 13,960 14,245 

Group C, master's degree plus 30 credit hours.--------------------- ~ ---'----- --- ------------- 13,025 13,310 13,595 13,880 14,165 14,450 14,735 15,020 15,305 
Principal level IV _________________________ ~ _________________ -------- ____________________ 13,025 13,310 13,595 13,880 14,165 14,450 14,735 15.020 15,305 

~~~~~~:t l:;:t n~~~~= == == =~ ==== === ==== ==== =·==: ==== = =========== =========== ==== == === = = == := 
12,745 13,030 13,315 13,600 13, 885 14,170 14, 455 14,740 15,025 
12,465 12,750 13, 035 13,320 13,605 13,890 14, 175 14, 460 14,745 

. Principal level ! ________________ ---------------------- -- --- ______________ -------- . _______ 12,185 12,470 12, 755 13,040 13,325 13,610 13,8!l5 14, 180 14,465 
-Group D, doctor•s ·degree __ _ -------------------------------------------------------------- __ 13,245 1a, 53o 13,815 14,100 14,385 14,670 14,955 15,240 15,525 

~~~~i~~ i:~:i ~ir===== =~=============~=== ========= :: ===== ::::::::::: === ::::::::::::: ==·=: 
13,245 13,530 13,815 14,100 14,385 14,670 14,955 15,240' 15,525 
12,965 13,250 13,535 13,820 14,105 14,390 14,675 14,960 15,245 

Principal ievel IL __________ ___ ___________________________________ --------------- ____ ____ 12,685 12,970 13,255 13,540 13,825 14,110 14,395 14,680 14,965 
Priricipallevel ! _____ _______ ------ -----"·-- - ____________ ------ - -------------- _____ ________ 12,405 . 12,690 12,975 13,260 13,545 13,830 14,115 14,400 14,685 

Assistant to assistant superintendent (elementary schools)--------- - ·· --------~--
Assistant to assistant superintendent (junior and senior high schools) __________ ____ 
Assistant to assistant superintendent (general research, budget) and legislation) __ __ 
Assistant to assistant superintendent (pupil personnel services -- -- --- ------ -------
Assistant to assistant superintendent (industrial and adult education, vocational 

education, evening and summer school) _- -------·-·-------------------------------_ 
Director, elementary education (supervision and instruction) _______________________ 
Director, health[ physical education, athletics and safety---------------- ------ ··----Director, specia education _______________ __ -------- __________________________ _____ __ 
Principal, senior high school. 
Principal, junior high school. 
Principal, elementary school. 
Principal, vocational high school. 

· Principal, Americanization school. 
Principal, boys' junior-senior high school. 
Principal, Capital Page School. 
Principal, health school. 
Principal, laboratory school. 

·' Principal, veterans' high school. 
Class 7: . . 

14,14b Group B, master's degree ___ ---------------- ~--------- ~ ----------~---------- - --------------- 13,285 13,570 13, 855 
Group C, master's degree plus 30 credit bours- --------------------------------------------e- 13,505 13,790 14,075 14,360 
Group D, doctor's degree ________ _____________ ----------------------------------------------- 13,725 14,010 14,295 14,580 

Supervising director, elementary education (supervision and instruction). 
Supervision director, audiovisual instruction. · 
Supervising director, adult education and summer school. 
Supervising director, subject field. 
Supervising director, reading clinic. 
Directors, school attendance. 
Supervising director, curriculum. 
Director, elementary education. 
Director, elementary education (administration). 

Class,S: 
Group B, master's degree ___ __ ---·--------------------------- -------------------------------- 11,390 11,675 13,670 
Group C, master's degree plus 30 credit hours----------------------------------------------- 11,610 11,895 13,890 
Group D, doctor's· degree ____ _____________________ ------------------------------------------- 11,830 12,115 14,110 

Dean of students, teachers college. 
Professor, teachers college. 
Registrar, teachers college. 
Statistical analyst. 
Assistant principal, senior high school. 
Assistant principal, junior high school. 
Assistant principal, elementary school. 
Assistant principal, vocational high school. 
Assistant principal, Americanization school. 
Assistant principal, he~lth school. 

Class 9: . 
Group A, bachelor's degree _______________ _-__ :_ ___ ____ ----------------------~-----------'------ 10,380 10,665 10,950 11,235 11,520 11,805 12,090 12,375 12,660 
Group B, master's degree __ - ---------------------------------------------------------------- 10,915 11,200 11,485 11,770 12,055 12,340 12,625 12,910 13,195 
Group C, master's degree plus 30 credit hours----------------------------------------------- 11,135 11,420 11,705 11,99(1 12,275 12,560 12,845 13,130 13,415 
Group D, doctor's degree ______ · ____ ---------------------------------------------------------_ 11,355 11,640 11,925 12,210 12,495 12,780 13,065 13,350 13,635 

Assistant director, food services. 
Class 10: 

Group B, master's degree ___ ----- ----------------------------------------------------------- 10,445 10,730 11,015 11,300 11,585 11,870 12,155 12,440 12,725 
Group C, master's degree plus 30 credit hours----------------------------------------------- 10,665 10,950 11,235 11,520 11,805 12,090 12,375 12,660 12,945 
Group D, doctor's degree _____ ---- ----------- ------------------------------------------------ 10,885 11,170 11,455 11,740 12,025 12,310 12,595 12,880 13,165 

Assistant director, audiovisual instruction. 
Assistant director, subject field. 
Assistant director, adult education and summer school. 
Supervisor, elementary education. 

Class 11: 
Group B, master's degree . __ -------------------------------------------- ----------- :. -------- 9,975 10,260 10,545 10, 830 11,115 11,400 11,970 12,255 
Group C, master's degree plus 30 credit hours-------------------------------------------- -- 10,195 10,480 10,765 11,050 11,335 11,620 12,190 12,475 
Group D, doctor's degree·----- -------------------------------------------------------------- 10,415 10,700 10,985 11,270 11,555 11,840 12,410 12,695 

Assistant director, practical nursing. 
Associate professor, teachers college. 
Chieflibrarian, teachers.college. 

Class 12: 

g~~~g ~: ::~:~:~ ~:g::-pius""a<>cie-d.itb-~u.rs=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 9,505 9, 790 10,075 10,360 11), 1145 10,930 11,215 11,500 11,785 . 
9, 725 10,010 10,295 10,580 10,865 11,150 11,435 11,720 12,005 

Gro~~~ ~~~d~~!~fii~er:-------------------c--------------------------------------------
9,945 10,230 10, 515• 10,800 11,085 11,370 11,655 11,940 12,225 

Clinical psychologist. 
Class 13: 

g~g~~ ~: ::~:~:~ ~:&::-pfw!a<!cre<iitb-ours======== ===~ === = ===============·============= === 8,525 8,875 9,225 9, 575 9,925 10,275 10,625 10,975 11,325 
8, 745 9,095 9,445 9, 795 10,145 10,495 10,845 11,195 11,545 

Group D, doctor's oegree·--- - -----~ --- ------------ ---------------.:-------------------------- 8,965 9,315 9,665 10,015 10,365 10,715 11,065 11,415 11, 76_5 
Assistant professor, teachers college. 
Assistant professor , .laboratory school. 
Psychiatric social worker. 
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.,__, 
'· 

I 
Service 

Sala!'y class and position 
Service Service Service Service Service Service Service Service Service Service Service Service Lon- Lon-

Step 1 Step 2 Step 3 Step 4 Step 5 Step 6 Step 7 Step 8 Step 9 Step 10 Step 11 Step 12 Step 13 gevity gevity 
Step X StepY - ---------------~-------------------------

Class 14: I 

Group A, bachelor's degree--------- ~--- -
Group B, master's degree ___ ____ ___ __ · ___ 

$6,960 $7,250 $7,540 $7,830 $8,120 $8, 410 $8 700 
9: 235 

$8,990 $9,280 $9,570 $9,860 $10,150 $10,440 

Group C, master's degree plus 30 credit 
7,495 7, 785 8, 075 8,365 8, 655 8, 945 9, 525 

hours ____ ----- -- --- -------- ___________ 7, 715 8,005 8,295 8, 585 8, 875 9,165 9,455 9, 745 Group D, doctor's degree ________________ 
Uoordinator of practical nursing. 

7, 935 8,225 8, 515 8,805 9,095 9,385 9, 675 9, 965 

Census supervisor. 
Class 15: 

Group A,· bachelor's degree ______________ 
Group B, master's degree ___ __ _____ _____ 

5, 795 6,060 6, 325 6,590 6,855 7, 110 7,365 7, 620 

Group C, master's degree plus 30 credit 
6,330 6, 595 6,860 7,125 7,390 7, 645 . 7, 900 8,155 

hours _- - ----------- ___________________ 6,550 6,815 '7,080 7, 345 7, 610 7, 865 8, 120 8,375 
Group D, master's degree plus 60 credit 

hours or doctor's degree ___ _______ ~ ----
Teacher, elementary and secondary 

6, 770 7,035 7,300 7,565 7,830 8,085 8,340 8, 595 

schools. 
Attendance officer. .· '( 

' I"- ·' -Child labor inspector. 
Counselor, placement. 

' 
t ''•.:r· Counselor, elementary and second-

ary schools. • lr 
Librarian, elementary and second- -

ary schools. 
Librarian, teachers college. 
Research assistant. 
School social worker. 
Speech correctionist. 
Instructor, teachers college. 
Instructor, laboratory school. 
Schoo Jpsychologist. ; 

"(b) Each employee appointed to a position of teacher-aide (nonlnstructional), estab
lished under section 5(c), shall be paid in accordance with the following salary schedule: 

I ' I .. , ~" 
Step 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
-------------------

''Teacher-aid (noninstructional) _______________ $4,715 $4,925 $5,135 $5,345 $5,555 $5,765 $5,975 $6,185 $6,395 $6,605." 

(2) (A) Section 2(c) (1) (D.C. Code, sec. 
31-1511 (c) (1)) is amended is read as fol
lows: 

" ( 1) The terms 'master's degree' and 
'doctor's degree' mean, respectively, a mas
ter's degree and a doctor's degree granted in 
course by an accredited higher educational 
institution." 

(B) Section 2(c) (2) (D.C. Code sec. 31-
1511(c) (2)) is amended by adding at the 
end thereof the following new sentences: 
"The term 'plus sixty credit hours' means 
the equivalent of not less than sixty grad
uate semester hours in academic, vocational, • 
or professional courses beyond a master's 
degree, representing a definite educational 
program satisfactory to the Board, except 
that in the case of a shop teacher in the vo
cational education program the sixty semes
ter hours need not be graduate semester 
hours. Graduate credit hours beyond thirty 
which were earned prior to obtaining a mas
ter's degree may be applied in computing 
such sixty credit hours." 

(3) Section 4 (D.C. Code, sec. 31-1521) 
is amended to read as follows: 

"SEc . . 4. Any employee · of the Board of 
Education in group C of a salary class in the 

• salary schedule in section 1 (a) of this Act 
who possesses a doctor's degree, and any 
employee of the Board of Education in group 
C of salary class 15 of such salary schedule 
who possesses a master's degree plus sixty 
credit hours, shall be transferred in accord
ance with section 10(a) to group D of such 
salary class." 

(4) Section 5 (D.C. Code, sec. 31-1522) is 
amended by adding the following new sub
sections: 

"(c) The Board of Education, with the 
concurrence of the Board of Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, is authorized to 
establish a position which shall be desig
nated "teacher-aid (noninstructional)' and 
the compensation for which shall be fixed in 
accordance with the salary schedule in sec
tion 1(b). A person appointed to the posi
tion of teacher-aid (noninstr!lctional) .shall 

be eligible for leave, retirement, life insur
ance, and health benefits as provided in the 
Annual and Sick Leave Act of 1951, the Civil 
Service Retirement Act, the Federal Em
ployees' CompenSation Act, the Federal Em
ployees' Group Life Insurance Act of 1954, 
and the Federal Employees' Health Benefits 
Act of 1959. The minimum qualification 
for appointment to such position shall be 
successful completion of at least sixty semes
ter hours of an accredited junior college, col
lege, or ·university. A person appointed to 
such position shall ·be a noninstructional em
ployee, and his primary duty shall be to as
.sist the instructional staff in tasks related 
to instruction. The total of the number of 
teacher-aids ( noninstruettional) appointed 
under this Act a_nd the number pf persons 
appointed under any other Act to perform 
the same duties as teacher-aids (nonin
structional) shall at no. time exceed 4 per 
centum of the number of classroom teachers 
in salary class 15. 

"(d) The initial assignment of each posi
tion of school principal in the public school 
system of the District of Columbia to one of 
the foUr principal levels within salary class 6 
of the salary schedule in section 1(a) of this 
Act shall be made in accordance with the 
following provisions: 

"(1) Within sixty days following the date 
of enactment of this subsection, the Board of 
Education,- wi~h the cooperation of the Board 
of Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 
shall assign ,each position of school. principal 
to one of the four principal levels within· 
group B, C, or Din salary class 6 of the salary 
schedule in section 1 (a) . Such assignment 
shall be made on the basis of an ev,aluation 
by the Board of Education, with the coopera
tion of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, of the duties and responsibilities 
of each position of school principal in the 
school administered by the person holding 
such position. Such evaluation shall be 
based on (A) such workload factors as (i) 
the academic program, (11) the number of 
teachers, nonteaching personnel, and other 

9, 815 10,105 10,395 10,685 10, 975 
I• 

10, 035 10,325 10,615 10,905 11,195 
10,255 10,545 10, 835 11,125 11,415 

7,875 8, 130 8,385 8, 640 8,895 $9,490 .$10, 085 
8,410 8, 665 8,920 9,175 9,430 10,025 10,620 

8,630 8,885 9,140 9, 395 9,650 10,245 10,840 

8,850 9,105 9,360 9,615 9,870 10,465 11,060 

·' 

' 
I 

·-
-" [I. I · 

professional and nonprofessional personnel 
supervised, (111) school enrollment, (tv) co
curricular activities, (v) extracurricular ac
tivities, and (vi) community activities; and 
(B) such. other factors as the Board of Edu
cation deems appropriate. The initial as
signment of a position of school principal to 
a principal level within salary class 6 shall be 
effective on the effective date of this sub
section. 

" ( 2) In the case of a person holding the 
position of school principal on the effective 
date of this subsection, the initial assign
ment of the position held by such person to 
one of the four principal revels within salary 
class 6 shall not (A) affect the group and 
service step occupied by such person, or (B) 
for the period during which such person 
holds such position, reduce his rate of com
pensation below the rate of compensation to 
which he was entitled immediately prior to 
such effective date. 

"(3) During the period beginning on such 
effective date and ending on the date of such 
initial assignment, each person holding the 

. position of school principal on such effective 
date shall have his compensation fixed in 
accordance with the rate of compensation 
prescribed for that service step, correspond
ing to his creditable years of service, of prin
cipal lev.el I in that group within salary 
class 6 which corresponds to his academic 
qualifications. Each such person shall be 
paid for such period the difference, if any, 
between the amount of compensation here
ceived during such period and the amount of 

· compensation that he would have been paid 
during such period if his compensation had 
been fixed in accordance with the rate ·of 
compensation prescribed for the principal 
lev-el in salary class 6 to which he was 
assigned. 

"(e) On July 1, 1967, and on July 1 of 
each year thereafter, the Board of Education, 
with the cooperation of the Board of Com
missioners of the District of Columbia, shall 
evaluate the duties and responsibilities of 
each position of school principal on the basis 
of the factors prescribed in pe.ragraph ( 1) of 
subsection (d) to determine whether the 
principal level within salary class 6 to which 
such position is assigned is commensurate to 
the duties and responsibilities of such posi
tion. · The Board of Education may assign 
a position of school principal to a different 
principal level within salary class 6 only if it 
determines on the basis of three consecutive 
annual evaluations that such assignment 
should be made. A person holding a position 
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of school principal which the Board of Edu
cation has assigned to a different principal 
level shall not be placed in a lower service 
step in the new principal level than the serv
ice step he occupied immediately prior to 
such assignment." ' 

(5) Subsection (a) of section 7 (D.C. Code, 
.sec. 31-1532(a)) is amended to read as 
follows: · 

"(a) (1) Each employee who is newly ap
pointed or reappointed to any position in 
salary classes 3 to 15, inclusive, of the salary 
schedule in section 1 (a) shall be assigned 
to the service step numbered next above the 
number of years of service with which he is 
credited for the purpose of salary placement. 
The Board, on ·. the written recommendation 
of the Superintendent of Schools, is author
ized to evaluate the previous experience of 
each such employee to determine the num
ber of years with which he may be so cred
ited. Employees newly appointed, reap
pointed, or reassigned to any position in 
salary class 15 shall receive one year of such 
placement credit for each year of satisfac
tory service, not exceeding nine years, in 
the District of Columbia 1n salary class 15, 
or in the same type of position regardless of 
school level, in an educational system or 
institution of recognized standing outside 
the District of Columbia public schools, as 
determined by the Board. Employees newly 
appointed, reappointed, or reassigned to any 
·position in salary classes 3 to 14 inclusive, 
except the positions of chief librarian and 
assistant professor, associate professor and 
professor, shall receive no placement credit 
for educational service or trade experience 
outside the District of Columbia public 
schools. Employees reappointed or re
assigned to positions in salary classes 3 to 14, 
inclusive, shall receive one year of placement 
credit for each year of satisfactory service 
in the same salary class or in a position of 
equivalent or higher rank within ·the Dis
trict of Columbia public schools, except that 
no such employee shall receive more than 
five years of placement credit for previous 
service rendered as a temporary employee 
within such system. Persons appointed to 
the position of shop teacher in the voca
tional education program shall receive one 
year of placement credit for each year of 
approved experience in the trades, as de
termined by the Board but not in excess of 
nine years for any combination of trade ex
perience and educational service outside the 
school system. Employees newly appointed 
or reappointed to positions of assistant pro
fessor (salary class 13), chief librarian and 
associate professor (salary class 11), and " 
professor (salary class 8) shall receive one 
year of placement credit for each year of 
satisfactory service, not in excess of five 
years, in a position of · the same or higher 
rank in a college or university of recognized 
standing outside the District of Columbia 
public schools, as determined by the Board. 

"(2) Salary placement credit for service 
rendered either inside or outside the public 
school system of the District of Columbia 
shall be effective on the dl3.te of appoint
ment or on the first day of the twelfth 
month prior to the date of approval of such 
placement credit by the Board, whichever is 
later. 

"(3) Each probationary or permanent em
ployee in salary class 15 who is in the em
ploy of the Board of Education on the ef
fective date of this paragraph shall move to 
the numerical service step or longevity step, 
as the case may be, commensurate with the 
additional creditable service allowed such 
employee under the amendments made by 
the District of Columbia Teachers' Salary 
Act Amendments of 1966." 

(6) Section 9 (D.C. Code, sec. 31-1534) is 
amended by inserting "(a)" immediately 
after "SEc. 9." and by adding at the end 
thereof the following new subsections: 

" (b) The following provisions shall apply 
to all temporary employees in salary class 
15: 

"(A) Each temporary employee in salary 
class 15 employed cumulatively as such an 
employee in such salary class less than three 
full years as of July 1, 1966, must qualify 
as a probationary employee within five years 
ar.fter the date of employment or July 1, 1966, 
whichever date is later, or his employment 
shall be terminated as of the date of com
pletion of the then current school year. 

"(B) Each temporary employee in salary 
class 15· employed cumulatively as of July 
1, 1966, for more than three but less than 
ten full years as such an employee in such 
sal~ry class, must qualify as a probationary 
employee within seven years after July 1, 
1966, or his employment shall be terminated 
as of the date of completion of the then 
current school year. 

" (C) Each temporary employee in salary 
class 15 -who has accumulated more than ten 
full years of satisfactory service as of July 1, 
1966, as such an employee in such salary 
class, may be continued as temporary teacher 
contingent upon satisfactory service. 

"(c) (1) A temporary employee in salary 
class 15 who receives a permanent appoint
ment shall be advanced on and after the date 
of such appointment in double annual in
crements to the place in the salary schedule 
which he would have occupied if he had 
been employed as a proba.tionary employee 
from the date of his appointment as a tem
porary employee. A temporary employee in 
salary class 15 who receives a probationary 
appointment within two years of the date of 
his appointment as a temporary employee 
shall receive full placement credit on the 
date of his appointment as ·a probationary 
employee as if he had been employed as a 

''Classification 

SUMMER SCHOOL (REGULAR) 

probationary employee from the date o! his 
appointment as a temporary employee. · 

" ( 2) Temporary employees in salary class 
15 with fifteen or more total years of satis
factory service in the District of Columbia 
public schools shall be advanced to service 
step 10, effective July 1, 1966." 

(7) Section 10 (D.C. Code, . sec. 31-1535) 
is amended to read as follows: 

"SEc. 10. (a) On and after the effective date 
of the District of Columbia Teachers' Salary 
Act Amendments of 1966, each promotion to 
group B, group C, or group D, within a salary 
class, shall become effective-

.. ( 1) on the date of the regular meeting 
ot the Board immediately preceding the date 
of approval of that promotion by the Board, 

·or 
"(2) on the effective date of the master's 

degree or doctor's degree or on the comple
tion of thirty or sixty credit hours beyond 
the master's degree, as the case may be, 
whichever is later. · 

"(b) Any employee in a position covered 
by section 1 of this Act who is promoted to 
group B, group C, or group D, of the same 
salary class, shall be assigned to the same 
numerical service step on the schedule for 
his new group as he would have occupied in 
the group from which promoted." . 

(8) (A) Section 13(a) (D.C. Code, sec. 31-
1542(a)) is amended to read as follows: 

"(a) The Board is authorized to conduct 
as part of its public school system the fol
lowing: extended school year programs, adult 
education school programs, and an American
ization school, under and within appropria
tions made by Congress. The pay !or 
teachers, omcers, and other educational em
ployees in the summer schools, adult edu
cation schools, and veteran's summer high 
school centers soon be as follows: 

2 3 

Per diem 
Teacher, el~me~tary and secondary schools; counselor, elementary and secondary 

schools; llJ:>ranan, elementary ~d secondary schools; school social worker; speech 
correctwmst; school psychologtst and instructor; District of Columbia Teachers 
Coll~ge ~ ___ --.- ___________________ __ ____ _____ · __ ____ ______________________________ _ 

. $22.59 $24.93 $27.27 

27.11 29. 92 32.72 
P:g~ft!~~~~-~~1~-~~~~~~-~~-~ -~~~~~~:-~r-~f~~~~· District of Columbia Teachers 
Olini<:al psychologist... _________________________ -===============================---
ASS<?Ciate pr<?fe~r, District of Columbia Teachers College •.. ------- ------------=== 
Asststant prmctpal, elementary and secondary schools and professor, District of Columbta Teachers College ___________________ _ 

28.24 
29.37 

31.16 34.09 
32.41 35.45 

32.76 36.15 39.54 
33.89 37. 40 40. 91 
36. 11 39.89 43.63 ~~~~i~i~~:l~:~~~y-an<isecondary-sciioois====~~================================= 

VETERANS SUMMER IDGH SCHOOL CENTERS 
Teacher _________________________________________ --------- _____________ ---------

33.89 37.40 40.91 

Per period 
ADULT EDUCATION SCHOOLS Teacher _______________ ____ __________________________ __ ___________________________ _ 

Assistant principal. ______________________________________________________________ _ ~,I $&00 I $6.67 
8.00 8.83 9. 67 
8.83 9. 74 10.67.." PrincipaL __________ ------ _____ ----------------- _____ ----------- __________________ _ 

(B) Section 13 is further amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub
section: 

" (d) ( 1) The Board of Educaotion is au
t:Porized to pay to a classroom teacher 1n 
salary class 15 who performs an extra duty 
activity (specified in the schedule in para
graph {3) of this subsection or an extra duty 

. activity included by the Board in such sched
ule under such paragraph), and who meets 
the requirements of this paragraph, the ad
ditional annual compensation prescribed for 
that activity in paragraph (3). To be eli
gible for such additional compensation, a 
teacher-

" (A) must be assigned the standard teach
ing load for a regular day school teacher at 
·his particular school level, and 

"(B) must perform on a continuing basis 
during hours beyond the regular school day 
an extra duty activity which-

"(i) is approved by the Board as an au
thorized cocurricular or extracurricular 
activity, 

"(11) involves the supervision and ins·truc
tion of students who select such activity 
voluntarily, and · 

"{111) requires no less than twenty-five 
hours in any one semester beyond the nor
mal school day. 

"(2) The additional compensation au
thorized by this subsection shall be in addi
tion to the cotnpensation prescribed by the 
salary schedule in section 1 (a) of this Act for 
classroom teachers in salary class 15. Pay
ment of such additional compensation shall 
be made in a lump SUJl?. at the end of the 
school year or upon termination of service 
for that portion of services rendered. Such 
additional compensation shall not be subject 
to deduction or withholding for retirement 
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or insurance, and such additiona~ compen
sation shall not be considered as salary (A) 
for the purpose of computing annuities pur
suant to the Act entitled 'An Act for the 
retirement of public-school teachers in the 
District of Columbia', approved August 7, 
1946 (D.C. Code, sec. 31-'721 et seq.), and the 
Civil Service Retirement Act, or (B) for the 
purpose of computing .Insurance coverage 
under the Federal Employees' Group Life 
Insurance Ae:t of 1954 (5 U.S.C. 2091 et seq.). 
Such addLtional compensation may be paid 
for more than one activity assigned to a 
class·room teacher so long as such activities 
are not performed concurrently. 

"(3) (A) The additional compensation au
thorized by this subsection shall be paid in 
accordance with the following schedule: 
"Extra duty activities-Annual comp-ensa-

tion per teacher for each activity · 
Head coach: football, basketball, base-

ball, or track (senior o;r vocational 
high school)----------------------- $750 

Assistant coach: football, basketball, 
baseball, or track (senior or voca
tional high school) - ---------------- · 550 

Junior varsity coach: football, basket-
ball, or baseball (senior or vocational 

. high school)----------------------- 450 
Intramural or extramural supervisor 

(senior, vocational, or junior high 
school) ------------- - ------- ----'-- 300 

Coach: swimming, golf, tennis, or 
cross country (senior high school)___ 450 

Music director: vocal or instrumental 
(senior, vocational, or junior high 

school) -------~-------------------- 550 
Newspaper faculty adviser (senior, vo-

cational, or junior high school)---- 550 
Yearbook adviser (senior or voeational 

high school) - ---------------------- 300 
Dramatics director (senior, vocational, 

or junior high sohool) -------------- 450 
Forensics director (senior or vocational 

high school)----------------------- 300 
"(B) The Board, with the concurrence of 

the Board of Commissioners and on the writ
ten recommendation of the Superintendent 
of Schools, may specify other extra duty ac
tivities for which additional annual com
pensation may be paid if such activities meet 
the requirements specified in subparagraph 
(B) of paragraph (1) of this subsection. 
The Board may specify the amount of ad
ditional compensation which may be paid 
for the performance of such activities, which 
amount may not exceed the highest amount 
of additional annual compensation specified 
in the schedule in this paragraph." 

SEc. 3. (a) Retroactive compensation or 
salary shall be paid by reason of this Act 
only in the case of an individual in the serv
ice of the Board of Education of the District 
of Columbia (including service in the Armed 
Forces of the United States) on the date of 
enactment of this Act, except that such retro
active compensation or salary shall be paid 
( 1) to any employee covered in this Act who 
retired during the period beginning on July 
1, 1966, and ending on the date of enactment 
of this Act, for services rendered during such 
period, and (2) in accordance with the pro
visions of the Act of August 3, 1950 (Public 
Law 636, Eighty-first Congress), for services 
rendered during the period beginning on July 
1, 1966, and ending on the date of enactment 
of this Act, by any such employee who dies 
during such period. 

(b) For purposes of this section, service 
tn the Armed Forces of the United States in 
the case of an individua~ relieved from train
ing and service in the Armed Forces of the 
United States or discharged from hospitaliza
tion following such training and service; shall 
include the period provided by law for 
mandatory restoration of such individual to 
a position in or under the municipal govern
ment of the District of Columbia. 

SEc. 4. For the purpose of determining the 
amount of insurance for which an individual 

is eligible under the Federal Employees' 
Group Life Insurance Act of 1954, all changes 
in rates of compensation or salary which re
sult from the enactment of this Act shall be 
held and considered to be effective as of the 
date of enactment of this Act. . 

SEc. 5. (a) Except as provided in subsect.on 
(b) of this section, this Act and the amend
ments made by this Act shall take effect on 
July i, 1966. 

(b) Paragraph 2 of section 7(a) of the 
District of Columbia Teachers Salary Act of 
1955 (as added py paragraph ( 5) of section 
2 of this Act) shall take effect with respecp 
to appointments made by the Board of Edu
cation of the District of Columbia after 
July 1, 1965~ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the first committee 
amendment. 

Group B, master's degree: 
13,090 PrincipallevellV __ - ------------ 12,805 

Principal level IlL_------------- 12,605 12,890 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, after line 4, strike out the following 

in the salary schedules: 
"Class 1-------------------------- $26, 500 

Superintendent." 
and insert in lieu thereof: . 
"Cla;ss 1-------------------------- $26, 000 

Superintendent." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the next committee 
amendment . . 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, after line 4, strike out the salary 

schedules for salary class 6 and insert in lleu 
thereof the following: 

13,375 13,660 13,945 14,230 14,515 14,800 15,085 
13,175 13,460 13,745 14,030 14,315 14,600 14,885 

Principal level IT _ .. -------- ----· 12,405 12,690 12,975 13,260 13,545 13,830 14,115 14,400 14,685 
. Principal level L. --------------· 12,205 12,490 12,775 13,060 13,345 13,630 13,915 14,200 14,485 

Group C, master's degree plus 30 
:-redit hours: 

Principal level IV __ ----- -------- 13,025 13,310 13,595 13,880 14,165 14,450 14,735 
14,635 

15,020 15,305 
PrincipallevPl IlL_-- -------- --- 12,825 13,110 
Principal level IL--------- ~ ----· 12,625 12,910 
Principal level L. ---- --------·--- 12,425 12,710 

Group D, doctor's degree: 
13,530 Principal level IV __ ------------- 13,245 

PrincipallevelllL .. --·---------- 13,045 13,330 
Prmcipallevel IT .. - ------------- 12,845 13,130 
Principal level L. - ---- ---------· 12,645 12,930 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DOWDY 

Mr. D0WDY. Mr. Speaker, I offer an 
amendment as a substitute for the com
mittee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Group B, master's degree: 
12,805 13,090 Principal level IV_--- ----- ------

Principal level IIL -------------- 12,605 12,890 
Principal level IL _______________ 12,405 12,690 
Principal level L ---------------- 12,205 12,490 

Group C, master's degree plus 30 
credit hours: 

Principal level IV_------------- - 13, 025 13,310 
Principal level IlL ___ ___________ 12,825 13,110 
Principal level II---------------- 12,625 12,901 
Principal level L ---------------- 12,425 12,710 

Group D, doctor's degree: 
13,245 13,530 Principal level IV __ -------------

Principal level IlL-------------- 13,045 13,330 
Principal level II __ - ------- ------ 12,845 13,130 
Principal level L 7--------------- 12,645 12,930 

The substitute amendment was agreed 
to. 

The committee amendment, as amend
ed by the substitute amendment, was 
agreed to. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the remaining commit
tee amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 7, line 2, after "perform" ins&"t the 

following: "in the public school system of 
the District of Columbia". 

Page 7, line 16, strike out "group B, C, or D 
in". 

Page 9, line 8, strike out "he" and insert in 
lieu thereof "his position". 

Page 14, strike out lines 17 through 19, 
inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof the fol
lowing: 

"(b) Any employee in a position ln a 
salary class in the salary schedules in sec
tion 1 (a) of this .Act who is promoted to 
group B, group C, or group D of such salary 
class, shall be placed in the same numerical 
service step in his new group which he would 
have occupied in the group from which 
promoted." • 

Page 16, line 4, strike out "mets" and in
sert in lieu thereof "meets". 

13,395 13,680 13,965 14,205 14,820 15,105 
13,195 13,480 13,765 14,050 14,335 14,620 14,905 
12,995 13,280 13,565 13,850 14,135 14,420 14,705 

13,815 14,100 14,385 14,670 14,955 15,240 15,525 
13,615 13,900 14,185 14,470 14,755 15, 040 15,325 
13,415 13,700 13,985 14,270 14,555 14,840 15,125 
13,215 . 13, 500 13,785 14,070 14,355 14,640 14,925 

Amendment offered by Mr; DownY as a 
substitute for the committee amendment: 
On page 2, after line 4, strike out the salary 
schedules for salary class 6 and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

13,375 13,660 13,945 14,230 14,515 14,800 15,085 
13,175 13,460 13,745 14,030 14,315 14,600 14,885 
12,975 13,26.0 13,545 13,830 14,115 14,400 14,685 . 
12,775 13,060 13,345 13,630 13,915 14,200 14,485 

13, 880 14,165 14,450 13,595 14,735 15,020 15,305 
13,395 13,680 13,965 14, 2.50 14,535 14,820 15,105 
13,195 . 13,480 13,765 14,050 14,335 14,620 14,905 
12,995 13,280 13,565 13,850 . 14,135 14,420 14,705 

13,815 14,100 14,385 14,670 14,955 15,240 15,525 
13,615 13,900 14,185 14,470 14,755 15; 040 15,325 
13,415 13,700 13,985 14,270 14, 555 14,840 15,125 
13,215 13,500 13,785 14,070 14,355 14,640 14,925 

Mr. DOWDY. Mr. Speaker, the~ 
cipal purposes of H.R. 16337 are the fol
lowing: 

First. Increase the 'salaries of District 
of Columbia teachers and school officers 
an average of 7.9 percent, effeetive as of 
July 1, 1966. 

Second. Authorize the position of 
"teacher-aid-noninstructional" to pro
vide assistance· to the classroom teachers 
in various nonteaching functions. 

Third. Establish four salary levels in 
each group in salary step 6 for principal
ships based upon factors common to 
all principalships, but without regard to 
school level. 

Fourth. Extend from 5 years to 9 years 
the salary placement credit given for 
previous acceptable teaching experience 
to persons appointed or reappointed in 
the District of Columbia school system. 

Fifth. Require temporary teachers to 
qualify fully for probationary appoint
·ment withiri a prescribed period of years 
dependent upon length of previous serv
ice in the District of Columbia system. 

Page 17, line 9, after "under" insert "the". 
Sixth. Authorize extra pay for class

room teachers who perform extra duty 
activity on a continuing basis during 
hours beyond the regular schoolday. 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 
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The provisions of H.R. 16337 repre

sent, for the most part, though with 
some modifications, the recommenda
tions of the Superintendent's Salary 
Committee, which was appointed in Jan
uary of 1964 at the request of the Dis
trict of Columbia Board of Education 
and which spent more than a year in an 
exhaustive study of the various aspects 
of the District of Columbia Teachers 
Salary Act of 1955. Membership of this 
Committee represented the District of 
Columbia School Administration, the 
District of Columbia Education Associa
tion, and the American Federation of 
Teachers, and the Committee was aided 
by officials from the District of Columbia 
Personnel Office. Their recommenda
tions, in large part, were transmitted to 
the Congress in the District of Columbia 
Board of Commissioners' request for 
legislation to amend the District of Co
lumbia .Teachers Salary Act. 

Your committee gave serious consider
ation to proposed legislation providing 
for a two-part salary increase, one part · 
of which would be made retroactive to 
that date, which was recommended by · 
the District of Columbia Board of Com
missioners and introduced in this ses
sion. The committee's conclusion, how
ever, was that the single increase as pro
posed in H .R. 16337, slightly higher in 
average percentage than was recom
mended by the District of Columbia 
Commissioners and effective on July 1, 
1966, will more properly compensate the 
District of Columbia teachers for having 
received no salary increase in 1965, and 
at the same time from the standpoint of 
all considerations comes reasonably close 
to the limitations contained in the Com
missioners' recommendations. 

I. SALARY INCREASES 

Paragraph ( 1) of section 2 of the bill 
is designed to provide an overall in
crease of approximately 7.9 percent in 
the salaries of all professional personnel 
in the District of Columbia public school 
system except for the Superintendent 
and the Deputy Superintendent, effective 
as of July 1, 1966. Your committee is 
of the opinion that inasmuch as the pres
ent salary of the Superintendent of 
Schools is equal to that of the members 
of the District of Columbia Board of 
Commissioners, a further increase at this 
time would be inappropriate, and that 
the salary of the Deputy Superintendent 
is properly related at its present level 
both to the salary of the Superintendent, 
and to the salary assigned to the Assist
ant Superintendents by the new salary 
scale. 

In addition, there is a very acute prob
lem of recruitment and retention of 
qualified teachers in the Distric.t of Co
lumbia, which can be _solved in part by 
realistic salary increases. The most 
vigorous competition for the recruitment 
of new teachers and the retention of ex
perienced teachers comes, of course, from 
the six surrounding school jurisdictions, 
comprising Alexandria, Arlington, Fair
fax County, Falls Church, in Virginia, 
and Prince Georges County, and Mont
gomery County in Maryland. 

COMPETITIVE POSITION 

In 1964, all area systems placed into ef
fect substantial teacher salary adjust
ments. At that time, the District main
tained a good competitive position by 
the enactment of a 7-percent salary in
crease. This competitive position was 
short lived, however, because of new sal
ary adjustments approved for the 1965-
66 school year by all the other area sys
tems except Falls Church, whose com
petitive position is currently quite fa
vorable. Further, the District's position 
is now in more serious jeopardy by rea
son of further increases recently adopted 
in several of these surrounding areas for 

Degree 

the school year 1966-67. In short, 
whereas in past years salary adjustments 
made by these six local school systems 
could be predicted on a 3-year cycle, this 
cycle has now been shortened to 2 years 
and seems to be moving toward an an
nual basis. 

' The following chart provides a visual 
picture of the competitive position which 
this proposed legislation will provide for 
the District of Columbia for the recruit
ment and retention of teaching person
nel, both as . compared with the other 
six jurisdictions in the Washington 
metropolitan area and also with all the 
U.S. cities with populations in excess of 
500,000 persons: 

Minimum and 
maximum 

salaries 

Rank among 
7 school 

systems in 
Washington 

metropolitan 
area 

Rank among 
21largest 
U. S. cities 

Bachelor's __ --- ________________________ ___ __________ _____ ___ _ $5~795 (minimum) ____ _ 1 
3 
1 
3 
1 
3 
2 
4 

3 
2 
5 
4 
5 
4 
5 
6 

10,085 (maximum) __ _ 
6,330 (minimum) ___ _ _ Master's __ -- -- _____ --- ___________ --- ______ __ ~- - _________ ____ _ 

Master's plus 30 hours ___ ------ - -- --------------- ---------- --
10,620 (maximum) __ _ 
6, 550 (minimum) ____ · 
10,840 (maximum) __ _ 
6,770 (minimum) ____ _ Master's plus 60 hours; or earned doctor's _ ------- --------- -- -

As this chart reveals, this proposed 
salary scale will place the District in a 
very favorable competitive position in the 
area, particularly in the minimum sal
aries offered to new teachers, in which 
the District will rank first in three of the 
four teacher categories. Also, in the 
maximum salaries where the District does 
not rank first in the area, the differences 
by which other jurisdictions exceed the 
District's salaries are very small. Also, 
the District's rankings in comparison 
with the other 20 largest U.S. cities will 
be excellent indeed, when it is considered 
that in most instances the District's sal
aries will be exceeded only in cities lo
cated on the west coast, with which the 
District of Columbia does not compete for 
teachers. 

In addition to direct comparisons of 
pay, two other facts should be remem
bered in comparing annual salaries of 
various school systems. First, that the 
length of the work year varies by 
as much as 4 weeks among the school 
systems. New York, for example, has a 
190-195-day work year versus 184 in the 
District. The second fact is that only 
two other large cities provide both health 
and life insurance benefits, and these are 
not as extensive as those provided by the 
District of Columbia government, as are 
shown in the following table prepared by 
the District of Columbia Accounting 
Division. 
Cost of fringe benefits for District of Colum

bia teachers and school officers, fiscal year 
1966 

(1) Regufar teachers retirement_ $7, 369,400 
(2) Civil service retirement (tem-

porary teachers)---------- 1, 154, 700 
(3) Health benefits_____________ 170, 000 
(4) Life insurance_____________ 128, 200 
(5) Social securitY- ------- ----- 55,000 

Total ------~----- ---- --- 8, 877, 300 

Your committee is of the opinion that 
this proposed salary scale will permit the 

11,060 (maximum) __ _ 

District to compete adequately in a labor 
market where there has been a chronic 
teacher shortage for 20 years, and where 
the need for the most dedicated teachers 
is greater th~ ever before. 

II. TEACHER-AID POSITIONS 

Paragraph (4) of section 2 of this bill 
authorizes the District of Columbia 
Board of Education to establish positions 
of teacher aid-noninstructional-as as-
sistants to the classroom teachers. The 
function of these teacher-aids will be to 
assist teachers by performing such non
instructional duties, as setting up science 
experiments, monitoring libraries or 
homerooms, acting as lay readers, cor
recting test papers, and similar duties. 
Such teacher-aids mUst have had at least 
2 years of successful work in an accred
ited college, and will be paid a starting 
salary of $4,715 per year, with annual 
step increases to a maximum of $6,605 
attainable in 10 years of service. They 
will receive the same fringe benefits as 
employees under the Classification Act. 

Actually, during the past school year 
and during the current summer school 
session, the District of Columbia school 
system has employed two types of non
instructional aids under authority grant
ed in title I of the Elementary and Sec
ondary Education Act of 1965-Public 
Law 89-10, approved April 11, 1965. The 
numbers and distribution of these em
ployees in the different school levels are 
as follows: 

Number at elementary schools ___ _ 
Number at junior high schools ___ _ 
Number at senior high schools __ _ _ 

Total _. _______ --- --- -- --- __ _ 

1965-66 Summer 
1966 

212 
26 
50 

153 
26 
50 

288 229 
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These aids · are employed un.,der the 
Classification Act, and are paid with 
Federal-grant ·<funds. tt is stipulated 
that they may be designated to -serve 
only in public schools in deprived or im
poverished areas, and their qualifica
tions and duties depend upon their 
placement in either_ class 2 or class 4 of 
the classified pay schedule. · · 

Of these employees, only those in class 
4 are designated as "teacher aids" and 
perform duties comparable to those 
which will be assigned to tne teacher 
aids authorized by this bill. The pur
pose of authorizing these positions in 
this legislation, therefore, is to install 
the teacher aid as a permanent entity 
and an integral part of the District of 
Columbia public school system. Also, 
your committee is advised that the num
ber of teacher aids-class 4-employed 
in the District of Columbia last session 
and in the present summer school is to 
be reduced next year. 

The bill limits the total number of 
teacher aids who may be employed 
under this act and under the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 
together, to 4 percent of the number of 
classroom teachers in the District of 
Columbia school system. At present, 
this would be a maximum of approxi
mately 248 such employees. 

Your committee is advised that more 
than 30 percent of the large school sys
tems utilize positions of this type, while 
many other systems are presently con
sidering their use. Montgomery County, 
Md., has used such teacher aids for at 
least 5 years, and its current budget pro
vides for the assignment of these posi
tions in every elementary school in the 
county. 

The use of teacher aids to carry out 
routine clerical and nonteaching tasks is 
a promising development in conserving 
the time of the teacher for her vital role 
in actual teaching. 

III. PRINCIPALS' SALARIES 

Prior to 1962, salary scales for the prin
cipals in the District of Columbia public · 
school system were based upon school 
levels. That is, the principals of the 
senior and vocational high schools were 
all in class 7, junior high school prin-

. cipals in class 8, and elementary school 
principals were assigned to cJ.ass 9 of the 
salary schedule in existence at that time. 

Under Public Law 87-881-76 Stat. 
1229-approved October 24, 1962, amend
ing the District of Columbia Teachers' 
Salary Act of 1955, however, all public 
school principals were placed in the same 
salary class 6 without regard to the vary
ing degrees of their responsibilities and 
the relative complexities of their posi
tions. Thus, the principal of the Capitol 
Page School, with an enrollment of ap
proximately 70 pupils, is paid the same 
salary as the principal of the largest 
school in the city. 

In acknowledgment of the obvious in
equity of this situation, the District of 
Columbia Board of Education requested 
the District of Columbia Superintendent 
of Schools several years ago to review 
this entire matter and to submit an ap
propriate recommendation. 

As a result of this request, representa
tives of the District of Columbia Person
nel Office and the District Public Schools 
Administration worked for the past year 
and .a half on a reasonable and -equitable 
evaluation plant for school principals. 
The plan ·as developed takes into account 
factors which are common to all prin-

. cipals' positions, properly weighted in ac
cordance with their relative significance, 
to constitute ·a scale which will serve as a 
truly equitable yardstick of comparative 
evaluation for salary placement purposes. 
The implementation of this plan com
prises paragraph ( 4) of section 2 of the 
bill. 

The Superintendent of Schools rec
ommended this plan to the Board of 
Education, who voted its adoption. It 
also has the unanimous approval of· the 
District of Columbia Board of Commis
sioners. 

To say that all principals should be 
paid the same salary is comparable . to 
saying that the administrator or super
intendent of schools of a town of 40,000 
population should be paid the same 
salary as an administrator or superin
tendent of schools of one of the Nation's 
largest cities. Surely this is not reason
able or practicable. Yet it cannot be 
denied that the administrator or super
intendent of schools of the town of 40,000 
performs many of the same duties as 
his big city counterpart and that his job 
is just as important to the health, safety 
and welfare of his town folks as is that 
of the city administrator or superintend
ent of schools to the city's residents. On 
the other hand, it is equally undeniable, 
just as it is in the case of the principal 
of a small elementary school as compared 
with a principal of a large secondary 
school, that the city administrator or 
superintendent of schools not only affects 
the lives of niore people, but will have 
vastly greater administrative responsi
bility, a greater number of and more 
varied problems and, generally, a greater 
number of and more varied duties and 
responsibilities. 

Not only is there a wide variation in 
administrative responsibility among dif
ferent school levels, but also there is 
commonly a significant variation within 
the schools of a single level. For exam
pie, the elementary schools in a large 
urban system may vary widely in such 
vital factors as the number of pupils and 
the number of professional subordinates 
for whom the different principals are re
sponsible. This is the reason for a trend 
away from salary schedules for princi
pals -being based solely upon school level, 
such as existed in the District of Colum
bia prior to 1962. However, a single sal
ary scale for all principals in large school 
systems is even more of a rarity, and in 
fact at present is virtually none~istent. 

IV. N'l:NE-YEAR PLACEMENT CREDIT 

Under present law, the District of 
Columbia public school systepi, cannot 
give prospective teachers credit for more 
than 5 years' teaching experience in or 
outside of the District of Columbia 
school system, for the purposes of salary 
placement. This means that an incom
ing teacher with more than 5 years of 

previous experience cannot be placed 
higher than step 6 in the District of 
Columbia teachers' salary schedule. Of 
course, any previous teaching experience 
must be evaluated, and credit eve:r:t 
within the 5-year limitation is predicated 
upon acceptability of this experience. 

Your committee is informed that more 
than 59 percent of all public school sys
tems with enrollments in excess of 100,-
000 pupils now give credit for more than 
5 years of successful teaching experience, 
and all the other school jurisdictions in 
the Washington metropolitan area give 
either 9 or 10 years of placement credit 
for acceptable experience. 

This situation places the District of 
Columbia at an obvious disadvantage in 
attracting experienced teachers. For 
this reason paragraph <M of section 2 of 
H.R. 16337 provides that the District 
may give placement credit for as much 
as 9 years of acceptable teaching experi
ence. Hence, an experienced teacher 
coming into the District of Columbia 
system on probationary status will be 
able to start at step 10 on the salary 
schedule, with at least 9 years of such 
experience. 

This provision will not affect the max
imum hiring level for temporary 
teachers, which will remain at step 6. 

In fairness to teachers who are pres
ently in the District of Columbia school 
system, and who entered this system 
with · more than 5 years of acceptable 
experience, the bill provides that they 
shall receive credit for all such experi
ence not to exceed a total of 9 years, or 
4 years in excess of the 5 for which they 
were credited, and be placed in the salary 
step appropriate to this experience. For 
example, a teacher with as much as 9 
years of acceptable previous experience 
who is now in step 8 will be placed in 
step 12, by virtue of her 4 years of ex
perience for which she has not heretofore 
received placement credit. 

Your committee is of the opinion that 
this provision will do much to enhance 
the District's ability to compete effec
tively for experienced teachers who are 
qualified for probationary employment. 
CORRECTION OF ERRORS ~ SALARY PLACEMENTS 

This is an amendment to, present laws 
requested by the District of Columbia 
Board of Education, designed to prevent 
unjust losses of salary on the part of the 
District of Columbia school employees by 
reason of delays in submission of perti
nent material from previous employers, 
or clerical errors made in the District of 
Columbia school system resulting in im
proper placement on the salary schedule. 

The bill provides that proper salary 
placement, authorizing the payment of 
the appropriate salary, shall be effective 
either on the date of employment or 
12 months prior to the approval of 
the Board of Education, whichever date 
occurs later. Thus, the employee will re
ceive any back pay to which he is entitled 
by reason of such -error for as much as a 
year prior to the Board's corrective 
action. 

This provision is made retroactive to 
apply to all employees appointed after 
July 1, 1965 .. 
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V. TEMPORARY TEACHERS 

Your committee is deeply concerned 
over the growing problems posed by the 
steadily increasing percentage of "tem
pprary" teachers in t.he District of Co
lumbia public school system. A tempo
rary teacher is one who cannot meet all 
the requirements established by the 
Board of Education for permanent em
ployment as a ~ qualified teacher. Over 
the :Past 10 years, the percentage of Dis
trict of Columbia teachers in this 
"temporary" status has risen from 19.1 
percent to 43.2 percent. It should be 
explained that all qualified teachers ap
pointed in the District of Columbia sys
tem must serve for a "probationary" 
period of 2 years before attaining 
"permanent" status. 

Temporary teachers must be reap
pointed each year, and regardless of their 
years of service cannot attain higher than 
step 6 on the teachers' salary scale. 
Also, they are not eligible for benefits 
under the District of Columbia Teachers' 
Retirement Act, although they can qual
ify for less advantageous retirement ben
efits under the civil service system. 
Despite these facts, however, many of 
these "temporary" teachers have been 
serving in the District of Columbia sys
tem for some years. 

Your committee is informed that the 
principal qualifications which these tem
porary teachers most commonly fail to 
meet are the following: 

First, a passing minimum score on the 
national teachers' examination; 

Second, specific college course require
ments of a particular position; 

Third, college degree requirements. 
While there can be no doubt that some 

of these temporary teachers are excel
lent, and in fact among the most capable 
in the system, there is no question that 
as a group, they have not met the stand
ards of professional competence estab
lished by the District of Colum·bia Board 
of Educati'on. And when this group en
compasses nearly one-half of the teach
ers in the system, as is the case in the Dis
trict of Columbia today, a most serious 
problem exists. As an evidence of this 
fact, in June 1964, as a result of the Dis
trict of Columbia Public Schools' efforts 
to encourage teachers to become fully 
qualified, 343 temporary District of Co
lumbia teachers took the national teach
ers examination. It is certainly reason
able to assume that all these teachers 
were interested in attaining permanent 
status. Yet only 67 of these 343 tem
porary teachers scored at or above the 
thirty-third percentile-that is. in the 
upper two-thirds of all those who have 
taken the test-which is the minimum 
passing level set by the Distri-ct of Co
lumbia Board of Education for qualifi
cation as probationary and permanent 
teachers. 

In contrast with this situation in the 
District of Columbia schools, your com
mittee is informed that in none of the 
suburban jurisdictions of the Washing
ton metropolitan area is there any ap
preciable number of percentage of tem
porary or unqualified teachers. This is 
despite the fact that over the years the 
Congress has maintained salary levels 

for District teachers at or near the top 
in the metropolitan area. 

These facts point up clearly an un
deniable need for action to alleviate this 
grave problem, which obviously cannot 
be corrected by salary increases alone. 
In recognition of this critical situation, 
the District of Columbia Board of Edu
cation has recommended the provisions 
of paragraph (6) of section 2 of this bill, 
which they believe will be effective. 

PROVISIONS OF BILL 

Briefly, section 2(b) provides that a 
person who has served less than 3 years 
in the District of Columbia school system 
as a temporary teacher must become fully 
qualified within 5 years after his date of 
appointment or after July 1, 1966, which
ever date is later, or his service will be 
terminated at the end of that school year. 
If such a teacher has served more than 3 
but less than 10 years as a temporary 
teacher, he must qualify fully within 7 
years; and a temporary teacher who has 
been employed in the District of Colum
bia system for more than 10 consecutive 
years will be allowed to ·continue on in 
temporary status contingent upon con
tinued satisfactory service. 

It is further provided that a temporary 
teacher who receives a permanent ap
pointment shall be advanced in double 
annual increments to the place on the 
salary scale which he would have occu
pied had he been employed originally as 
a probationary; also, if a temporary 
teacher becomes fully qualified within a 
period of 2 years after the date of his 
employment, he shall be advanced im
mediately to whatever place on the salary 
schedule he would be in had he been em
ployed originally as a qualified, proba
tionary teacher. These provisions are 
intended as an incentive to temporary 
teachers to become qualified as. quickly as 
possible, for increased salary benefits. 

Finally, it is provided that temporary 
teachers with 15 or more years of satis
factory service shall be advanced to serv
ice step 10. At present, as has been 
pointed out, no temporary teacher may 
advance beyond service step 6. 

Your committee is informed that simi
lar measures, designed to require tem
porary teachers to qualify for certifica
tion within a prescribed period of time, 
are being used successfully in a number 
of other school systems. Both Virginia 
and Maryland, for example, require all 
temporary teachers to achieve a pre
scribed minimum of progress each year 
toward certification. 

At public hearings conducted on June 
6, 7, and 9, 1966, these provisions, de
signed to alleviate this serious and grow
ing problem in the District of Columbia 
school system, were endorsed by the Dis
trict of Columbia Board of Commission
ers and by spokesmen for the District of 
Columbia Education Association. No op
position was expressed to these provi
sions. 

VI. EXTRA-DUTY PAY 

The District of Columbia Board of 
Commissioners, upon the recommenda
tion of the District of Columbia Board of · 
Education, requested that the Congress 
authorize the payment of additional com-

pensation in specified amounts to junior 
high, senior high, and vocational high 
school teachers who are assigned to per
form extra duties on a continuing basis 
during hours beyond the regular school 
day. 

The extra compensations requested 
and contained in H.R. 16337, are in 10 
catego_ries, as follows. 
Extra. duty activities-Ann't(,al compensation 

p er teacher for each activity 
Head coach: football, basketball. or 

track (senior or vocational high 
school) -----------------------'--- $750 

.Assistant coach: football, basketball, 
baseball or track (senior or voca-
tional high school)---------------- 550 

Junior varsity c9ach: football, or base-
ball (senior or vocational high 
school) -------------------- ------ 450 

Intramural or extramural supervisor 
(senior, vocational, or junior high school) ____________ : ______________ 300 

Coach: swimming, golf, tennis, or cross 
country (senior high school)------- 450 

Music director: ~rocal or instrumental 
(senior, vocational, or junior high 
school) -------------------------- 550 

Newspaper faculty adviser (senior, vo-
cational, or junior high school)____ 550 

Yearbook adviser (senior or vocational 
high ·school)---------------------- 550 

Dramatics director (senior, vocational, 
or junior high school)------------- · 450 

Forensics director (senior or voca-
tional high _school)---------------- 300 

These amounts are payable in a lump 
sum at the end of the particular period 
of extra-duty service, and. are not to be 
considered as salary for the purposes of 
computing retirement annuities or in
surance coverage based upon annual sal
ary. Additional compensation may be 
paid to a classroom teacher for more 
than one of these extra-duty activities, 
provided they are not performed con
currently. 

In addition to these specific activities 
for which extra pay is authorized, the 
proposed legislation allows also the addi
tion of other activities by the Board of 
Education, with the concurrence of the 
Board of Commissioners and upon the 
written recommendation of the Super
intendent of Schools. Payment for such 
added activities, however, cannot exceed 
the highest amount authorized in the 
schedule provided in this bill. 

In order to assure adequate safe
guards insofar as eligibility is concerned, 
the bill stipulates definite requirements 
which all such activities must meet. To 
comply with these eligibility require
ments, the following must be present: 

A teacher must be assigned a standard 
teaching load for a regular day school 
teacher; 

The extra-duty activity must be ap
proved by the Board of Education as an 
authorized cocurricular or extracurric
ular activity; 

The activity must require no less than 
25 additional hours in any one semester 
over and above the regular school day; 
and 

The activity must involve the super
vision and instruction of students who 
select the activity voluntarily. 

The intent of the legislation is also to 
include extra-duty activities in ele
mentary schools when these activities are 
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approved by the Board of Education with spirit, whether it be on the football field, 
the concurrence of the Commissioners. debating hall, or on the staff of the 

It is estimated that approximately 450 school newspaper. Further, we are con
teachers will be affected by these extra- vinced that such educational programs 
duty pay provisions, at an annual cost of are an effective force in the vital effort 
$225,000. · · to combat the dropout problem in our 

In the District of Columbia public public schools. Since the students par
school system, there has never been any ticipate in these activities voluntarily, if 
payment of additional compensation for the teachers are motivated to assume 
the performance of extracurricular this important additional responsibility, 
duties, even though some of these duties they . should certainly be duly compen
are on a continuing basis during hours sated. At the same time, however, your 
beyond the regular school day. Football committee feels strongly that the amount 
coaches, for example, are required to re- of such compensation should be specified 
port for duty late in August, as much as . as in this proposed legislation, as the 
2 weeks before the official opening of Commissioners and the Board of Educa
the school session, so that their teams tion recommended. 
may be ready by mid-September. This 
extra time is not paid for. Also, the 
Thanksgiving, Christmas, Easter, and 
other normal holiday periods all involve 
unpaid working days for coaches. 

In 1948, a policy of giving compensa
tory time to the coaches, in lieu of pay 
for their extra work, was adopted as a 
method of adjusting and equalizing their 
workload and reducing the obvious in
equity of their positions. However, your 
committee is informed that within a 
short time this compensatory time prac
tice ceased to function adequately, until 
by 1963less than 30 percent of the coach
ing time was actually being accorded this 
adjustment. According to the District 
of Columbia Coaches Association, a sur
vey made during the 1963-64 academic 
year revealed that whereas the coaches 
in the District devoted some 24,000 hours 
to coaching duties, they received oniy 
7,000 hours of compensatory time. Thus, 
during that year the coaches gave 17,000 
hours of their time to the intramural 
and interscholastic athletic programs of 
the city's school system, with no com
pensation of any kind. 

In the summer of 1965, in recognition 
of this situation, the District of Columbia 
Board of Education adopted the first 
written and definitive policy statement 
on the compensatory time regulation, 
and this has alleviated the problem to 
some extent. However, neither the 
school administration nor the coaches 
themselves consider even a properly ad
ministered "compensatory time" rule as 
the proper solution, and favor instead a 
system of extra-duty pay, for many rea
sons. First, your committee is advised 
that an extra-pay system would be less 
costly than the policy of compensatory 
time has proved to be. Further, as far 
as athletic coaches are concerned, it has 
been pointed out that a compensatory 
time rule adversely affects the regular 
program of health education and physi
cal education, because when a teacher
coach is given time off during the school 
day, fewer classes must be scheduled with 
larger numbers of children, to the detri
ment of all concerned. 

The overwhelming practice prevailing 
in the large public school systems in this 
country is to compensate the classroom 
teacher for extra duty performed beyond 
his normal classroom workload. 

It is the view of your coil1Illittee that 
it is important to maintain a well
rounded educational program which will 
give the student a form of competitive 

VII. COSTS 

The following is an analysis of the 
annual costs involved in this proposed 
legislation, prepared by the District of 
Columbia Personnel Office: 
A. Salary increases averaging 7.9 

percent: 
1. Total cost of increased sal-

artes -----------~------- $4,025,770 
2. Interest in advance (retire-

Inent) ------------------
3. Added norllial cost (retire-

Inent) ------------------
4. Civil service retirement 

(temporary teachers)----
5. Cost of sununer and evening 

schools -----------------
6. Cost of life insurance ______ _ 

Total ------------------~ 
B. Esti~nate of cost for 9-year 

place~nent credit proposaL_ 
C. Estimate of cost for extra

duty pay for classrooin 
' teachers _______________ :__ 

D. Estiinate of ~naxlinUin cost for 
248 teacher-aids if iinple
~nen ted fully in fiscal year 
1968: 1 

a. Initial cost ·at step L------
b. Civil service retirement ___ _ 

369,000 

246,430 

106,765 

75,000 
12,000 

4,834,965 

220,000 

225,000 

1,169,320 
76,000 

Total ----------------- 1, 245, 320 

Grand total___________ 6, 525, 285 

1 This is the total cost which would accrue 
if all these teacher-aids were appointed 
under the authority provided in this leg
islation. Actually, at least so~ne of these 
aids will presUinably be appointed under 
the Federal authority referred to earlier in 
this report. He~ce, the cost to the District 
of Columbia apparently wm not reach this 
figure. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. Speaker, I take this time to ask a 
few questions concerning this bill. What 
is the percentage pay increase for the 
teachers in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. DOWDY. Seven and nine-tenths 
percent. 

Mr. GROSS. Seven and nine-tenths 
percent? 

Mr. DOWDY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. GROSS. Does this conform to the 

Presidential guidelines or have the guide
lines disappeared to where the woodbine 
twineth and the whangdoodle whangeth? 

Mr. DOWDY. Mr. Speaker, this is not 
too much above the recommendations. 
The recommendations which came be-

fore the committee for the teachers had 
one raise retroactive to last October. An
other raise to be effective January 1 of 
this coming year. We consolidated them. 

Mr. GROSS. Does the gentleman 
mean to say that this increase of-what 
was the percentage increase again? 

Mr. DOWDY. Seven and nine-tenths 
percent. 

Mr. GROSS. This incr·ease of 7.9 per
cent was recommended by the executive 
branch of the Government? 

Mr. DOWDY. No, I tried to say that 
the Executive recommendation was for 
a retroactive increase to last October. 
That was for 6.9 percent. We cut out 
the retroactive feaure of the year's ret
roactivity and combined it into one. 

Mr. BROYHILL of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSS. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. BROYHILL of Virginia. Mr. 

Speaker, the gentleman will recall that 
effectiv~ last October the classified em
ployees of the Federal Government and 
the District of Columbia government re
.ceived a pay increase of approximately 
3.6 percent and a further increase of ap
proximately 3.2 percent effective July 1 
of this year. When you add tho-se two 
together, it is about the approximate 
amount that was recommended by the 
Commissioners for the District of Colum
bia teachers. 

In other words, the increase of 6.7 
percent, the District of Columbia Com
mittee, in its wisdom, provided for a pay 
increase for police and firemen in the 
amount of 9.9 percent because they were 
having problems in securing recruits. 
The same problem was involved in the 
District of Columbia school teacher va
vancies. Therefore, the committee felt 
that this was a reasonable compromise 
between the amount of 9.9 percent and 
the amount recommended by the Com
missioners of 6.7 percent. 

Mr. GROSS. I am trying to ascertain 
whether this is an exercise in futility; 
whether President Johnson will veto this· 
salary increase bill because it busts his 
guidelines, if he has any guidelines left. 

Now, I should like to ask someor~e on 
the committee when it is proposed to do 
something about the increasing number 
of teachers in the District of Columbia 
who hold only temporary certificates. As 
I understand the report, the number has 
gone up in the last 10-year period from 
19.1 to 43.2 percent. It seems uncon
scionable to me that there should be this 
number. And I understand that some of 
these temporary teachers have been on 
the payroll for 15 years. No one seems 
to do anything about it. What is the 
answer to this situation? 

Mr. DOWDY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSS. I yield to the gentleman 
fvom Texas. 

Mr. DOWDY. The bill requires that. 
a person who has served less than 3 years 
in the District of Columbia School Sys
tem as a temporary teacher must become 
fully qualified within 5 years after his 
date of appointment or after July 1, 1966,. 
whichever date is later, or his service will 
be terminated at the end of that school 
year. If such a teacher has served more 
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than 3 but less than 10 years as a tem
porary teacher he must qualify fully 
within 7 years or lose his job. 

Mr. GROSS. All of these teachers are 
going to participate in this pay increase, 
are they not? 

Mr. DOWDY. They are. 
Mr. GROSS. With this increase how 

will the pay schedules in the District of 
Columbia compare with the pay sched
ules in the contiguous areas of Maryland 
and Virginia? 

Mr. BROYHILL of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSS. I yield to the gentleman 
fr.om Virginia. 

Mr. BROYHILL of Virginia. With the 
increase provided in the bill the pay 
scale will compare favorably. Without 
this bill they will lag behind the pay of 
schoolteachers in the six surrounding 
districts. With this bill the District of 
Columbia schoolteachers will rank first 
insofar as starting salaries · are con
cerned, that is, those having a bachelor's 
degree, master's degree, and a master's 
degree plus 30 hours. 

. For the maximum salaries they will 
rank third among the surrounding com
munities. They compare favorably, and 
yet they have a difficult time recruiting 
teachers in the District of Columbia, 
much· more difficult than in the sur
rounding areas. 

Mr. GROSS. Why is that? 
Mr . . BROYHILL of Virginia. There 

are several reasons given to the commit
tee. 'There is, first, the. matter of dis
ciplinary problems in the District of Co
lumbia school system. There is the 
overcrowdedness, and the d,ifficulty of 
getting people to move in here from other 
areas. 

Mr. GROSS. Does it not seem strange 
to the gentleman, inasmuch as we hear 
so much about this being the Nation's 
Capital and the paragon city of virtue 
and culture, that there should be a seri
ous problem of recruiting schoolteachers 
because of a lack of discipline on the part 
of students? 

Mr. BROYHILL of Virginia. It is most 
strange, but pay is one of the reasons, 
and we are attempting to change that 
at this time. 

Mr. GROSS . . Let me ask the gentle
man this question, since he is conversant 
with the situation in Virginia and Mary
land. What is the percentage of teachers 
holding temporary certificates in Vir
ginia and Maryland? 

Mr. BROYHILL of Virginia. A very, 
very small and insignificant number. 

Mr. GROSS. There again we have a 
strange contrast, for in some cases only 
a comparatively small stream of water 
separates the two areas. 

Apparently I am not going to get a 
good answer to the question of why 43 · 
percent of the teachers of the District of 
Columbia hold temporary certificates 
and only a comparatively few in the 
areas within a stone's throw of the Dis
trict of Columbia hold such certificates. 
I hope that some day someone who has 
authority to do something about the sit
uation in the District of Columbia will 
put an end to this business. I am not 
saying that there is incompetence in all 
cases in temporary certificates, but cer-

tainly t~e teachers in the Dist~ct of . · While I realize th.at salaries alon·e do 
Columbia do not meas:ure up, if the not constitute the only cause of the prob.;. 
stand~r~s set by the National Education lem of recruitment and retention of qual
Association, or whoever sets the stand- ified teachers in the District of Columbia 
ards, a:re good, reliable, and fair. I am convinced that these salary seal~ 

Mr. DOWDY. Mr. Speaker, will the will have a highly salutary effect on this 
gentleman yield? situation. 

Mr. GROSS. I yield to the gentleman Another major provision of H.R. 16337 
from Texas. wouJd establish a formula for determin-

Mr. DOWDY. The reason we have so ing the salaries of District of Columbia 
many probationary teachers or tempo- school principals. The present system of· 
raries, or whatever you might call them, unified .salaries for all principals was 
is because they cannot get others. adopted in 1962, as a provision in Public 

On the question of disciplinary prob- Law 87-881'. Actually, this single salary 
lem, you will recall that the House has sc.ale for principals was never favored by 
passed a bill which would assist in main- the District of Colu]:Ilbia Commissioners 
taining discipline in the schools of the nor by a majority of the members of the 
District of Columbia, but we have not District of Columbia Board of Education, 
been able to get any further action on it. nor has it found acceptance in any other 

Mr. BROYHILL of Virginia. Mr. major school system with the exception 
Speaker, I move to strike the last word. of Boston, where I understand it is a 

I was pleased indeed to introduce this subject _of controversy. . 
bill, the main purpose of which is to pro- The formula for placement of District 
vide an increase of 7.9 percent in the of Columbia school principals into four 
salarieS of the teachers and other pro- ·c.ategories for salary purposes, all in class 
fessional personnel in the ·District of 6 of the salary schedule, is the result of 
Columbia public school system, effective nearly 2 years of careful study by repre
as of July 1, 1966. sentative.s of the District of Columbia 

The last salary increase for District of Personnel Office and the District of Co
Columbia teachers was enacted in 1964. lumbia Public_ School' Administra.tion, 
Since that time, classified employees in and is based upon factors which are com
the Federal and District of Columbia mon to all principals' positions, without 
Govel'Ilii)ents have received two salary regard to whether the school be elemen
increases; one was for 3.6 percent, effec- tary, -junior hig;h, senior high, _or voca
tive October 1, 1965, and the other was tiona! in nature. These factors are not 
recently approved at 3.2 percent, to take equally weighted and include academic 
effect as of July 1, 1966: program, supervision of teachers, school 

In 1964 teachers' salaries were in- enrollment, cocurricular and extracur
creased in' all of the school jurisdictions ricular programs and activities, supervi
ih the Washington metropolitan area sion of nonteaching personnel, and extra 
and at that time the District of coium~ administrative responsibilities. 
bia's ooml>etitive position was maintained This plan will eliminate the obvious 
at a satisfactory level by virtue of a 7- inequities of the present unified salary 
percent increase approved for the Dis- scale, under which the principal of the 
trict of Columbia teachers that year. - Capitol Page School with its enrollment 
Since that time, however, this position of 71 J?UP.ils receives the same salary as 
has deteriorated because five of the six . the prmCipal of the largest high .school 
other school systems in the area enacted .in the city, and it is JllY opinion th,at this 
a further increase for their teachers for formula may well become adopted as a 
school year 1965-66; and it is now even mpdel for other large urban school 
less . favorable by virtue of the fact that systems. 
three of these other jurisdictions have ;A further important .provision of H.R. 
approved additional teachers' salary in- 16337 is to limit the number of years of 
creases for the coming school year of ·employment of temporary teachers. 
1966-67. This situation makes it impera- OVer the past 11 years, the percentage 
tive that the Congress take a-Ction now to of teachers in the District of Columbia 
restore the District's ability to attract system who cannot qualify for a certift
and retain highly trained, competent cate and thus are employed as "tempo
teaching personnel. rary" teachers has risen steadily until 
· The increases provided in this bill will today some 48 percent of the entire staff 

establish minimum and maximum sal- are thus unqualified for permanent sta
aries for District of Columbia teachers, tus. The vast majority of these tempo
and comparative rankings among- the rary teachers are unqualified for certifi
seven jurisdictions of the Washington cation because they have not been able 
metropolitan area, as follows: · to achieve·a sufficiently high score on the 

national teachers' examination. While 
Mini- Rank 

Level mum in 
area 

.. 
Bachelor's degree_---- --- $5, 795 1 
Master's degree ___ ___ ____ 6, 330 I 
Master's degree plus 30 

hours_------- -- - -- ----- 6,550 1 

~Maxi-
mum 

--
$10,085 
IO, 620 

IO, 840 

Ra 
in 

nk it undoubtedly is true that some tempo
rary teachers may be among the most 
c,apable in the District system, a definite 
problem exists when this group consti

area 

g tutes so large a percentage of the total 
teaching staff as at present. 

3 At present, temporary teachers must be 
reappointed each year, and they may 

4 not be credited with inore than 5 years of 
service for the purpose of salary place

These salaries also rank very near the ment. Al.so, they are not eligible for the 

Ma-Ster's degree plus 60 
hours; or earned doc-
tor's degree __ -- -- -- ---- 6, 770 2 11,060 

top among those in all U.S. cities of poP- same retirement and other benefits which 
ulations in excess of 500,000. acc.rue to permanent teachers . . However, 
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they may remain in the District of Co
lumbia system indefinitely. 

Under the provisions of this bill, tem
porary teachers coming into the District 
system would have to qualify for proba
tionary status within 5 years, or be dis
missed from the system. Temporary 
teachers already in the system will be re
quired to qualify also within a prescribed 
period of years dependent upon the 

. length of previous service. However, a 
temporary teacher with at least 10 years 
of service will be permitted to continue 
in the system contingent upon satisfac
tory service. Also, temporary teachers 
with at least 15 years of satisfactory 
service will be advanced to service step 
10 on the salary scale. 

These provisions, recommended by the 
District of Columbia Board of Educa
tion, are designed to enhance the stand
ards of professional competence of the 
District of Columbia teaching staff as a 
whole. 

Another important provision of this 
bill will authorize additional salaries for 
certain extra-curricular duties for teach
ers in the District of Columbia junior, 
senior, and vocational high schools. 
This extra work, which must involve at 
least 25 hours of duty per semester be-

. yond the normal school day, would in
elude the duties of athletic coaches, 

· · music directors, ·newspaper and yearbook 
advisers, and dramatic and forensics di
rectors. The extra pay for these extra 
duties would range from ·$750 per year for 
a head coach of a major sport to $300 
for a director of forensics. 

The bill further provides that in order 
to be eligible for such 'additional com
pensation, a teacher must also be as
signed the standard teaching load for a 
regular day schoolteacher at his partic
ular school level. Further, such addi
tional salary shall not be subject to de
duction or withholding for retirement or 
insurance, nor shall such compensation. 
be considered as salary for the purpose 
of .computing either retirement annuities 
or insurance coverage. 

At present, of the public school systems 
in the Washington metropolitan area, all 
have · extra duty pay · provisions for 
teachers except the District of Columbia 
and Montgomery County, Md.-and the 
latter does pay its athletic coaches for 
practice held prior to the opening of the 
school term. Further, at least 17 U.S. 
cities with populations in excess of 500,-
000 have some form of extra duty pay, 
and most such plans have been in effect 
for more than 10 years. 

This provision was recommended by 
the District of Columbia Board of Com
missioners, and I feel strongly that 
proper recognition and compensation for 
the hours of work involved in these 
coaching and other extracurricular 
duties is long overdue in the District of 
Columbia school system. 

Another major provision of the bUI will 
extend from 5 to 9 years the placement 
credit for previous teaching experience 
which the District of Columbia may give 
upon appointing or reappointing a teach
er. The present limitation of 5 years 
credit for such experience has long since 
been outmoded, and the District stands 
alone in the entire Washington metro
politan area in this archaic restriction. 

The extension to 9 years of placement 
credit will be of particular importance 
to the District system in the matter of 
recruitment of experienced teachers, an 
area in which they a.re badly handi
capped today. 

H.R. 16337 provides also for the ap
pointment of teacher aids in the District 
school system, to assist the classroom 
teachers in such noninstructional tasks 
as setting up science experiments, moni
toring homerooms or libraries, correcting 
papers, and so forth. These employees 
will have a starting salary of $4,715 per 
year and a maximum salary of $6,605, 
attainable in 10 years of service. More 
than 30 percent of the large school sys
tems are using such personnel, and I 
feel that this is a step forward in the 
proper utilization of the teachers' time 
for strictly instructional work. 

The annual cost of the salary increases 
provided in this b111 is estimated at ap
proximately $4.8 million, and the total 
cost of all the provisions at some $6.5 
. million. . 

When the Congress enacted a cost-of
liVing salary increase for classified em
ployees in the Federal and District of Co
lumbia Governments last October 1, and 
time did not permit proper consideration 
of an equivalent increase at that time for 
teachers, policemen, and firemen in the 
District, I stated then that I would exert 
every effort to . provide such an increase 
for these personnel during this session of 
the 89th Congress, retroactive to Octo
ber 1, 1965, as an act of simple fairness. 
As a matter of fact, I introduced a bill, 
recommended by the District of Colum
bia Board of Commissioners, which 
would have granted the District of Co
lumbia school employees two salary in
creases, one of which would have been 
retroactive to that date. The total of 
these two increases, however, would have 
been only 6.7 percent. Under the pro
visions of H.R. 16337, there will be a 
single increase averaging 7.9 percent; 
and our committee decided that in view 
of the greater percentage of salary in
crease it. would be most practical to make 
the increase effective as of July 1, 1966, 
rather than to make any part of it retro
active to an earlier date. This is the 
same course we followed in a recent b111 
to increase salaries for District of Co
lumbia policemen and firemen. Thus, it 
is my feeling and that of my colleagues 
on the District of Columbia Committee 
that in providing a more generous in
crease in salaries, without a retroactive 
provision, we have kept faith with these 
dedicated public servants. 

I wish .to make it clear that while I 
perspnally would favor a higher salary 
increase for teachers than this bill pro
vides, I urge support at this time for the 
enactment of this legislation, as repre
senting the very minimum which the 
Congress owes to these dedicated, hard
working public servants whose work is 
so vitally important to every citizen of 
the Nation's Capital. 

Mr. WAGGONNER. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Mr. Speaker, I take this time to ask 
some memper4 of the committe.e a few 
questions with regard to the creation of 

,. 

the new position of teacher aid. There 
is the feeling in some quarters in educa
tion that they are unable to obtain qual
ified teachers because salaries are in
sufficient. I would like to ask the ques
tion of the committee, if we are decreas
ing the possibility or opportunity at some 
point in the future of obtaining qualified 
and certified teachers, to replace these 
who now teach with temporary certifi
cates, by diluting or draining off the 
amount of money available to pay teach
ers with by creating this new position · 
here in the District of Columbia of 
teacher aid? 

Mr. DOWDY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. W AGGONNER. I yield to the 
gentleman from Texas. · 

Mr. DOWDY. Mr. Speaker, these 
matters came up in the hearings on the 
bill and in the discussions on it. At the 
present time, there are, I believe, as 
many teacher aids in the schools as this 
bill makes provisions for. They are 
working under the poverty program . 
These teacher aids have routine and 
clerical duties and not teaching jobs. 
They relieve teachers . of some of the 
things that take up so much of their 
time, such as paperwork in school offices, 
typing up tests, mimeographing reports, 
passing out books, arranging and rear
ranging libraries, supervising play and 
games and lunches and tutoring and 
marking papers. We provide in the bill 
that the number of teacher aids shall 
not exceed 4 percent of the number of 
teachers. It will not add anything, as 
I understand it, in the District of Colum
bia over what they have at the present 
time under the poverty program. 

Mr. WAGGONNER. The gentleman 
says that teacher aid people now are em
ployed in the school system under the 
provisions of the poverty program and 
they are serving in the capacity of 
teacher aids now? Is that correct? 

Mr. DOWDY. That is correct. 
Mr. WAGGONNER. After the au

thorization for this new teacher aid 
position are those personnel who work 
·as part of the poverty program paid by 
OEO to remain in that program, or are 
they to be removed from it, or are we 
just adding a number of additional peo
ple? 

Mr. DOWDY. If they remain, they 
will be a part of the 4 percent. There 
will not be a duplication. We made 
that clear, and we discussed that par
ticular point. 

Mr. WAGGONNER. Can they re
main, if they remain, on the payroll of 
the poverty program and not be under 
the District of Columbia school system? 
Does the percentage ceiling still apply? 

Mr. DOWDY. Up to 4 percent of the 
teachers. If I did not make it clear, 
there can be 4 percent of the number o! 
teachers as teacher aids, whether they 
are employed by the poverty program or 
employed by the District of Columbia, or 
a combination thereof. It is still a 4· 
percent maximum. 

Mr. WAGGONNER. The report says 
that these people are to serve in various 
capacities, assisting the regularly as
signed teacher to do such things as set
ting up science experiments, monitoring 
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libraries or homerooms, acting as lay 
readers, correcting test papers, and simi
lar duties. 

i notice in 'the distribution which the 
committee has allocated to these teacher 
aids, that the majority of positions, 212 
out of 288, will go to the elementary 
schools. Exactly what in these elemen
tary schools would these teachers be 
doing? Would they be serving an edu
cational function, or would they be per
forming a nursemaid function in the 
lower grades? 

Mr. DOWDY. I suspect a great many 
of them may b~ serving in that function 
as playground advisers and that sort of 
thing. It does not require the education 
of a teacher, but it takes some of the 
duties away so that teachers wm not 
have to do them. 

I might say we are advised that 30 
percent of the l.arge school systems are 
already utilizing this type of position, and 

!lnany others are going to . . In Montgom
ery County, 'Md.~ they have been using 
teacher aids for at least 5 years. The 
current budget proV-ides for the assign
ment of these positions in every ele
mentary school in that county. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time 
of the gentleman from Louisiana has ex
pired. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. WAGGON
NER was allawed to proceed for · 3 addi
tional minutes.) 

Mr. WAGGONNER. Montgomery 
County, Md., has an extremely high per 
capita income. 

. r ·Mr. DOWDY. Nearly as high as the 
District of Columbia, I believe. 

Mr. WAGGONNER. The committee 
·says they would justify the use of these 
teacher aids in low-income areas. How 
does the gentleman reconcile that with 
the existing high income level? 

Mr. DOWDY. I do not try to. 
Mr. WAGGONNER. Is the gentleman 

saying he cannot justify the creation of 
these positions? 

Mr. DOWDY. I say that they are using 
them. Personally, I would not believe 
it necessary to limit them to a low income. 
I believe the teacher aids, to carry out 
the routine clerical and nonteaching 
tasks, probably represent a very promis
ing development in the conserving of the 
time of the teacher for her vital role in 
actual teaching. 

There are schools in the District of Co
lumbia in which the scholastics are from 
very low-income families. This would 
permit the teacher to give more time to 
the pupils, rather than spending her time 
in discharging routine duties. 

Mr. WAGGONNER. Could the gentle
man tell me what the average student
teacher ratio is ·in the District of Colum
bia in the elementary schools? • 

Mr. DOWDY. The last I knew, it was 
·about 30 to 1, and I believe it is still about 
30 to 1. 

Mr. WAGGONNER. I thank the gen
tleman. 

Mr. NELSEN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to strike the requisite number of words. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this 
bill. It is my opinion that the District 
of Columbia should be served in the best 
possible manner. 

I believe, as a Member of this body, 
that we are spending a good deal of 
money for many programs all over the 
country which have questionable value, 
but I am also of the opinion that our 
school system in the District of Colum
bia has been to a degree neglected in the 
way of adequate facilities. 

Our committee in total, I believe, 
agrees that we need to make more 
progress. 

In the teachers' salary bill, which we 
have before us, one comparison has not 
been alluded to. I refer to the 21largest 
cities. 

In this category, if this pay scale goes 
into effect, the District would rank first 

. for those holding bachelors degrees 
among the 21 large cities; fifth for mas
ters· degrees; fifth for masters plus 30 
hours; and fifth for masters degrees plus 
60 hours. We would not be at the very 
top, but we would be up on a com'parable 
basis, at least a level of which we could 
be proud. . · 
' It is true that a large number of 
teachers in the District are not properly 
certified-43.2 percent to be exact. There 
are many factors involved. One is in
adequate salary. Another ls the fact 
that it is true that in the District of 
Columbia we have had a serious disci
plinary problem in many of our schools. 
We have had a great incidence of 
juvenile delinquency-many involving 
attacks on teachers.· Such occurrences 
naturally do not help in the District's 
teacher · recruitment problem which ls 
serious . 

There is much reluctance on the part 
of teachers to work in the District of Co
lumbia because of the factors I have 
mentioned. 

We will be going in the right direction 
by passing this bill. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. NELSEN. I yield to the gentle
man from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. Could it then be said 
that some of this increase might come 
under the general heading of "combat 
pay"? 

Mr. NELSEN. The gentleman can 
draw his own conclusion on that 
question. 

Mr. BROYHILL of Virginia. Mr. 
·Speaker, w111 the gentleman yield? 

Mr. NELSEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Virginia. · 

Mr. BROYHILL of Virginia. The 
gentleman has made a comparison of 
the proposed legislation with the 21large 
cities in the United States. · 

It has been known that teacher pay 
throughout the Nation is traditionally 
low. 

I have here a chart which shows the 
average pay for people in other vocations 
with the same . education, that is, a 
bachelor's . degree. It shows here that 
.one with a degree in engineering would 
receive pay of $7,900 a year. One with 

·a degree in physics would receive pay of 
$7,400 a year, and one with a degree ln 
chemistry would receive pay of $7,300 a 
year. And so on down the line, with 
teachers at the bottom of the totem pole. 
We want the absolute best in education. 
We know we are going to get what we 

pay for. We know that teachers must be 
a dedicated group, but why should they 
sacrifice in order to enter the teaching 
profession? So we have a shortage of 
teachers in the country and a shortage 
here in the Nation's Capital. One way 
of helping to alleviate that shortage is 
to make the pay a little more attractive 
and somewhat more comparable with 
other vocations and professions which 
require the same amount of study and 
preparation. 

Mr. NELSEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Virginia for his con
tribution. 

I would like to make mention to the 
Members ·of this body that in our com
mittee we have made great strides for-

, ward in the area of planning for educa
tion in the District of Columbia. In my 
judgment, one of the greatest needs 1s 
to train people to be qualified to hold a 
job. When we find people who are not 
trained to hold a job, they certainly face 
a very bleak future. I think we should 
be doing more and will be doing more. 
Our committee has stood shoulder to 
shoulder on this and is unanimously of 
the opinion that we should move in that 
direction. I think the House of Rep
resentatives would agree that this is a 
needed addition to our school system. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words. 

Mr. Speaker, I am interested and 
would like to query the distinguished 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. DowDY], the 
chairman of the subcommittee which 
brings this b111 to the floor, about pur
pose No. 6 of the bill, on page 2. of the 
report, which is elucidated on page 18. 
This is the "extra duty pay." I under
stand this has previously been taken care 
of in the District of . Columbia as far as 
compensatory days off are concerned, 
and that has been unsatisfactory. I 
know that the. School Board and the 
Commissioners of the District recom
mended that this would be less expen
sive. I have read the specific requisites 
for the extra-duty pay. I have read 
the complete report and the b111 in fact, 
but is this not a bit unusual inasmuch as 
teachers are paid usually on a yearly 
contract and teach 9 or 10 months of the 
year and most of their time is spent not 
in the classroom but in preparation? 
Athletics, which I thoroughly believe in, 
are an important part of school train
ing. Is this extra pay for extra duty 
hours not unusual? 

Mr. DOWDY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HALL. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. DOWDY. I am not sure that it 

is, but this provision applies, as I under
stand it, to teachers-and I will be cor
rected if I am wrong-who are bearing 
a full load of teaching. This is in addi
tion 'to an already full load of teachin~. 

Mr. HALL. Yes. The stipulations on 
page 19 of the report are very clear that 
they must do certain things and have 
a full load and be a regular teacher. Pri
marily it is for the coaches and others. 
As I said in my original question, I am not 
against coaching. I am for body con
tact exercise for these children. In fact, 
I think it would be all ·right for ~orne of · 
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them to walk to school instead of being 
"bussed" to school, in order to get the 
exercise. I am for a directed program 
of athletic activities arid competition, but 
I am not at all sure in the surrounding 
areas such as Montgomery County, 
Prince Georges County, Arlington 
County, Fairfax County, and others, that 
they get extra pay for extra duty. I am 
sure they do not get extra pay for extra 
duty in Missouri. 

Mr. DOWDY. As I understand it, 
some schools in this area have this pro
vision and some do not. The gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. BROYHILL] may be 
able to tell you more definitely about 
that. 

But, I will say this, that this is a rec
ommendation that came to us from the 
school officials and from the District 
Commissioners. 

Mr. HALL. And there will be about 
450 teachers affected, at an annual cost 
of $225,000; is that correct? 

Mr. DOWDY. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will yield further, that figure 
is in the RECORD. I believe that is cor
rect, but I do not recall the exact figure. 
The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BROY
HILL] may have it. 

Mr. BROYHILL of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HALL. I yield to the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. BROYHILL of Virginia. The gen
tleman is correct in the estimate of the 
cost. And, also, in response to the gen
tleman's question, it is my understanding 
that there is some provision for extra pay 
and for extracurricular activities which 
is provided in the school systems in 
northern Virginia. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman will note 
in the report itself, on page ~0 thereof, it 
points out that 17 of the school systems 
in the major cities of the United States 
have a comparable provision for extra
duty pay. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, is this just 
a mechanism for supporting high school 
players or their coaches, or is it included 
for teachers' extra-duty pay and as com
pensatory extra-duty pay for coming into 
the "guild'' for schoolteachers? Should 
not it be applicable to all overcompen
satory hourly time such as, for instance, 
the employees of the Post Office Depart
ment? They receive only "compense 
days," as I understand it. . 

Mr. BROYHILL of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HALL. I yield further to the gen
tleman from Virginia. 

Mr. BROYHILL of Virginia. Certain
ly, the Post Office Department employees 
receive compensatory time for extra 
duty. This does not apply to coaches, 
as the gentleman knows, in Virginia, but 
to teachers of music and many other 
activities that require an excess of 25 
hours additional duty in a semester. 

Incidentally, Mr. Chairman, the gen
tleman from Missouri referred in the 
earlier part of his remarks to the fact 
that he was of the understanding that 
this had been provided f.or in the District 
of Columbia school system. There was 
an attempt to do so administratively, I 
understand, but it did not work out. This 
1s setting up the standards by legisla-

tion, that the Board of Education and 
the school system would have to follow 
if it were adopted. 

Mr. HALL. · Mr. Speaker, all I re
ferred to was the attempt to use reim
bursement only for compensatory time, 
and I believe this is fair. There is no 
reason to think that the compensation 
in additional pay for overtime is unfair. 
I am not at all sure that I am adverse 
to it. I just wanted to establish the 
record in regard thereto. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time 
of the gentleman from Missouri has ex
pired. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to proceed for 2 additional 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WAGGONNER. Mr. Speaker, will 

the gentleman yield? -
Mr. HALL. I yield to the gentleman 

from Louisiana. 
Mr. WAGGONNER. Mr. Speaker, I 

thank the gentleman· for yielding. It is 
a matter of practice-a common prac
tice-over a great part of the United 
States~ I believe, that extra compensa
tion be paid in such positions as coaches 
who do spend a great deal of time out
side of the regular school hours. 

As a result of this extra compensation 
there have been requests made, of school 
systems a;round over the country, includ
ing my borne State of Louisiana, by some 
teachers that they be paid extra com
pensation for having to grade papers or · 
buy teaching materials for example dur
ing overtime periods or at night and 
after school hours. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to get a 
statement from some member of the 
committee to the effect that they in no 
way intend that this be included as a 
justification for extra compensation. 

Mr. DOWDY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield to me at that point? 

Mr. HALL. I am glad to yield to the 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. DOWDY. Mr. Speaker, the bill is 
very specific in listing the duties which 
would qualify for the extra-duty activi
ties and extra compensation therefor. 

· This appears on page 17 thereof where 
there is a chart setting forth that it ap
plies to coaches, assistant coaches, -var
sity coaches, junior varsity coaches, in
tramural or extramural supervisors, 
coach of swimming, golf, tennis, or cross 
country, music director, newspaper fac
ulty adviser, yearbook adviser, dramatics 
direc~r and forensics director. · 

Mr. WAGGONNER. Mr. Speaker, if 
the gentleman from Missouri will yield 
further, _ the last two items which the 
gentleman mentions are the ones which 
concern me, because when we start pay
ing extra compensation to every school 
employee who has some extracurricular 
responsibility beyond the classroom, then 
we are near assuming the need to pay 
extra compensation to every school em
ployee. I believe we are treading on dan
gerous ground and what we will have to 
recognize there is a limit beyond which 
we cannpt go. 

.. . 

Mr. HALL. This is the reason we want 
to make this legislative history now. 

Mr. DOWDY. Mr. Speaker, I think 
this is what we had in mind, 1f the 
gentlemali will yield, in being very 
specific· in what it covers. 

Mr. WAGGONNER. I thank the 
gentleman. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for that interpretation. 

Mr. RONCALIO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. SICKLES] may ex
tend his remarks at this point in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Wyoming? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, 

throughout America, teachers' salaries 
have been too low for too long. The 
problem has been especially acute In 
the Nation's Capital. We can and 
should begin to raise teachers' salary 
levels here in Washington with passage 
of the District of Columbia Teachers' 
Salary Act Amendments of 1966. 

As a member of the House Committee 
on the District of Columbia as well as 
of the Committee on Education and La
bor, I have a long and deep commitment 
to improving the lot of our city's teach
ers. In May, I introduced legislation 
similar to the bill before us. At that· 
time I spoke of the need for a salary 
scale in the District which could com
pete with the scales in the adjoining 
Maryland and Virginia suburbs. 

I regret that the pending legislation 
does not go as far as my bill proposed. 
Nevertheless, I fully support this legis
lation, since it does significantly raise 
the District of Columbia teachers' sal
aries. It would be self-defeating to op
pose this bill because it fails to raise 
salaries the full amount recommended. 
I recall that President Kennedy used to 
describe himself as "an idealist without 
illUsions." I agree with the late Pres
ident that high ideals tempered with 
necessary pragmatism can often lead to 
valuable results. 

The competitive position of the Dis
trict of Columbia in recruiting teachers 
is clearly improved by the bill as reported. 
Under this bill, almost all new teachers 
entering the District of Columbia system 
will receive higher salaries than new 
teachers with comparable training en
tering anywhere ·else in the Washington 
metropolitan area. Salaries will range 
from $5, 79·5 for a teacher entering with 
a bachelor's degree, up to $6,770 for a 
teacher entering with a doctorate, or a 
master's plus 60 hours work toward a 
Ph. D. In every case the District will 
rank in the top 6 among the 20 largest 
cities in the country. 

This legislation also recognizes that it 
takes more than salaries to recruit teach
ers. Certain provisions install the valu
able teacher-aid program as a permanent 
entity in the. District of Columbia public 
school system. Teacher aids free the 
teachers froni routine clerical and non
teaching tasks. After spending half the 
morning taking roll, collecting milk mon
ey, imposing library fines, and filling out 
forms, I know that I would find it dif-
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ficult to teach with any enthusiasm. My 
only reservation about this provision is 
that it limits the number of teacher aids 
to 4 percent of the teacher force. In my 
opinion, there should be more aids than 
the 300 or so authorized by this legisla
tion. 

A third provision of the bill provides 
for a more equitable determination of 
principals' salaries. The present system 
of lumping every principal in the city into 
one salary class is unrealistic and it is 
undoubtedly discouraging for the prin
cipal of a school with thousands of stu
dents. The salary differentials this bill 
provides for should improve school ad
ministration, and thus the teachers' en
vironment. 

Teachers have been recognized 
throughout history as being at the very 
basis of an individual's intellectual de
velopment. The explosion of knowledge 
in modern times makes good teaching 
more important than ever. The 1966 
amendments to the District of Colum
bia Teachers' Salary Act will help recruit 
better teachers and thus give more peo
ple a chance to keep pace with the inex
orable advance of modern life. Keeping 
pace is vitally important. As Alfred 
North Whitehead said, when science 
moves forward "there is no -appeal from 
the judgment which is pronounced on 
the uneduc,ated." 

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND 

Mr. DOWDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members be 
permitted to extend their remarks and to 
include extraneous matter on the bill now 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed 

and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

AMENDING .CHARTER OF GEORGE
TOWN UNIVERSITY 

Mr. DOWDY. Mr. Speaker, by direc
tion of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, I call up the bill (H.R. 16863) 
to amend the act of June 10, 1844, in 
order to clarify the· corporate name of 
Georgetown University, and for otl).er 
purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

H.R. 16863 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 

Representatives of the United States of Amer
ica in Congress assembled, That the first sec
tion of the Act entitled "An Act to incor
porate Georgetown College in the District of 
Columbia", approved June 10, 1844 (6 Stat. 
912), is amended by striking out "College.'" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "College' or 
'Georgetown University.'" . 

SEc. 2. Section 2 of the Act of June 10, 1844 
(6 Stat. 912), is amended (1) by striking 
out "College,' by which name and title" and 
inserting in lieu thereof "College' or 'George
town University, by either which name, style, 
and title" and (2) by striking out ": Pro
vided'' and all that follows through the end 
thereof and by inserting in lieu thereof the 
following: "; to encumber property by deed 
of trust, pledge, or otherwise; to borrow 
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money and secure payment Of same by lien 
or liens on the realty or personal property 
of the corporation (including but not limited 
to student fees, building fees, or other types 
of fees or charges) ; and to lease for any 
term, to build, erect, remodel, repair, con
struct, and/or reconstruct any and all build
iiigs, houses, or other structures necessary, 
pr_oper, or incident to the needs and purposes 
of a college, university, or institution of 
higher learning. In addition the corporation 
shall have and may exercise all such powers 
conferred upon nonprofit corporations by the 
District of Columbia Nonprofit Corporation 
Act (as now enacted . or hereafter amended) 
as are not conferred ;herein and not incon
sistent with the powers included herein.'' 

SEc. 3. Section 3 of the Act of June 10, 1844 
(6 Stat. 912), is amended by adding at the 
end thereof the following: "The corporation 
shall have one class of members who are the 
successors of James Ryder, Thomas Lilly, 
Samuel Barber, James Curley, and Anthony 
Rey. The number, qualification, and rights 
including the right to vote, of said members 
shall be as provided in the bylaws of the cor
poration. The powers of the oorporation 
shall be exercised by a board of directors 
whose number and the manner of whose elec
tion or appointment shall be as provided in 
the bylaws. The bylaws shall be adopted by 
the members and may be amended !rom time 
to time as provided therein." 

SEc. 4. Except as specifically provided 
therein, the amendments made by this Act 
shall not affect any obligations, rights, or 
privileges of Georgetown University. 

Mr. DOWDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the committee 
amendments be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
PURPOSE OF THE BILL 

Mr. DOWDY. Mr. Speaker, the pur
pose of the bill-H.R. 16863-is to amend 
the corporate charter granted to George
town University by the act of June 10, 
1844, under the name and style of "Presi
dent and Directors of Georgetown Col
lege"-6 Stat. 912-and to permit the 
university otherwise to conform to, and 
to exercise the· powers granted generally 
to nonprofit corporations under the 
terms of the District of Columbia Non
profit Corporation Act of Augus:t 6, 1962-
76 Stat. 271. 

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY 

The first act of Congress relating to 
the "college of Georgetown" was the act 
of March 1, 1815-6 Stat. 152-in which 
act the Congress authorized the institu
tion to admit to academic honors stu.:. 
dents of the institution or other persons 
meriting such recognition to any degree 
in the arts, sciences, and liberal profes
sions to which persons are usually ad
mitted in other colleges and universities 
of the United States and to issue diplo
mas and certificates testifying to the 
admission to such degrees. 

The institution thereafter continued to 
operate without any corporate charter 
until 1844. In that year, a special act 
to incorporate ~·Georgetown College" was 
enacted-act of June 10, 1844, 6 Stat. 
912-under the name, style, and title of 
"the President and Directors of George
town College." This act established the 
institution as a corporate entity with 
perpetual succession. 

The act empowered the directors of 
the institution to conduct the college; 

to receive gifts of financial support and 
real property to be held and used, includ
ing income therefrom, for the benefit of 
the college; to sue and be sued in courts 
of law; and to do and to transact all and 
every business touching or concerning 
the institution. The institution, which 
has become commonly. known as George
town University, has grown through the 
years and has become one of the great 
educational institutions in the United 
States. 

NONPROFrr CORPORATIONS 

Accompanying the growth of our Na
tion, groups of individuals interested in 
community. betterment banded together 
to form various ·types of organizations 
devoted to educational, religious, chari
table, and cooperative and beneficial as
sociations which were operated without 
any objective of profit. An increasing 
number of such endeavors adopted cor
porate charters as a means of conducting 
the operations of the organizations. 

As of the year 1900, the Congress had 
enacted several general laws under which 
various types of educational, religious, 
charitable, and other nonprofit organi
zations might incorporate in . the District 
of Columbia. These laws, along with 
others applying to business corporations, 
were codified in the District of Columbia 
Code by the act of March 3, 1901-31 
Stat. 1189-found, as amended, in title 
29 of the present District of Columbia 
Code. 

Because of the antiquated, confusing, 
and inadequate patchwork of laws for 
the incorporation of nonprofit organiza
tions, the Congress enacted the Uniform 
Nonprofit Corporation Act-act of Au
gust 6, 1962, 76 Stat. 265; District of Co
lumbia Code, title 29, section 1001 and 
the following. This act was based 
upon the Model Nonprofit Corporation 
Act developed by. the American Bar As
sociation. This act provided general 
statutory authority for all types of non
profit organizations, whether religious, 
educational, or charitable. While this 
act did not repeal the statutory provi
sions under which such corporate entities 
had been organized in the past, existing 
nonprofit organizations were given the 
option to come under the provisions of 
the act. 

In House Committee Report No. 1032 
of August 24, 1961, to accompany H.R. 
6967, providing for the incorporation of 
nonprofit corporations in the District of 
Columbia, the desirability of such legis
lation was stated, on page 2, as follows: 

Such an act i~ deemed ~ecessary to replace 
the present confusion and to spell out in 
detail the rights, obligations, and means for 
conducting the affairs of nonprofit corpora
tions, whether domestic or foreign. At the 
present time incorporators of a charitable 
organization often find ,it difficult to deter
mine whiCih of several sections of the Dis
trict of Columbia Code, relating to the :{or
mation of corporations, is most appropri
ate for their purposes. Sometimes there is 
a choice between two or more sections with 
different requirements and granting dif-
ferent authority. · 

Although the formation of charitable cor
porations in the District of Columbia is quite 
easy because of the sketchiness of statutory 
requirements, that same c-haracteristic has 
made it very difficult to know what the rights 



20112 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- HOUSE August 22, 1966 
or obligations of, the corporation may be af
ter its formation. The confused areas in
clude such important matters as merger, con
solidation, dissolution, and trans.fer of prop-
erty. · 

With respect to existing corporations, 
the Committee report further explained 
the provisions of section 103 granting the 
option to existing nonprofit corporations, 
many of which were formed under spe
cial charter acts, to elect to come under 
the District of Columbia Nonprofit Cor
poration Act, as is set out .more fully 
hereinafter in · the section-by-section 
analysis. , 

SECTION-BY-SECTION ,ANALYSIS 

Section 1 of the bill amends the act of 
June 10, 1844-6 'stat. 912-an act to 
incorporate Georgetown College in the 
District of Columbia, so as to permit 
the use of the commonly used name of 
"Georgetown University" for the insti
tution. 

Section 2 of the bill, 1n addition to 
conforming the change of name a.s in 
section 1, amends the above act by sub
stituting a new proviso clause at the end 
of section 2 of the act of June· 10, 1844, 
which new proviso r authorizes the uhl
versity to encumber its property, borrow 
money and secure paymeRt of the same 
by lien on the realty or the personal 
property of the corporation; and to lease, 
construct, or reconstruct any and ·all 
buildings incident tO the needs and pur
poses of the university. The proviso like
wise enables the university ·to exercise 
the powers provided in the District of 
Columbia Nonpvofit Corporation Act
act of August 6, 1962, 76 Stat . . 265-inso~ 
far as such powers are not conferred by 
the act of June 10, 1844, as amended by 
this proposed legislation and to the ex
tent they are not inconsistent with the 
powers provided in the pending bill. 

Section 103 of the -Nonprofit Corpora
tion Act of 1962-District of Columbia 
Code, title 29, section '1099d-provides 
the option to the' existing nonprofit cor
porations to elect to accept the provisions 
of that act. That act was n·ot made ap
plicable to existing nonprofit corpora
tions unless they desired -to ·avail them
selves of the provisions of that act. The 
committee report accompanying that 
legislation commented on this right of 
election as follows: · 

The right to accept the act would apply 
also to corpora ttons under spe(:ial acts of 
Congress. Many of the corporations exist
ing in the District of Columbia were formed 
under such special acts, and purely local, as 
well as national organizations; have this dis
tinction. Although such corporations would 
probably l;>e reluctant to jeopardize their 
claim to this honor by electing to accept this 
act, it 1s conceivable 'that some of them, 
faced With an extremely vague and sketchy 
statement of their rights and powers in their 
old congressional charter, might want the 
opportunity to accept the advantages of this 
act. This would enable them to do so if they 
wished." 

In the same report, on page 2, it was 
noted as follows: 

In the several chapters of title 29 author
izing the formation of nonprofit corpora
tions, there is substantial overlapping and 
provisions are contained therein that have 
application to individuals, partnerships, or 
nonlncorporated associations as well as cor
porations. This latter defect was notably 

true in connection With educational insti
tutions. 

Thus, section 2 of the pending legisla
tion, is a legislative expression of the 
intent that Georgetown University, as a 
corporation chartered under special act 
of Congress, elects to have the provisions 
of the Nonprofit Corporation Act of 1962, 
applicable to, it to the extent that 'the 
provisions of that act are not presently 
conferred on the institution and to the 
extent that such po-wers are not other
wise inconsistent with the corporate 
charter of the institution a.s provided in 
the charter as amended by this legis
lation. 

Section 3 of the bill amends section 3 
of the act of J;une 10, 1844, preserving the 
reference to the original incorporators 
and providing that the powers of the cor
poration shall be exercised by a board of 
directors whose number and manner of 
election or appointment shall be provided 
in the byfaws of the corporation, which 
bylaws may be amended from time to 
time as may be provided therein. The 
provisions for the powers of the board of 
directors, their- election and appoint
ment, term of service~ under bylaws of 
the corpor,atlon, ·are essentially in har
mony with similar provisions of the Non-
profit Corporation Act of 1962. , 

Section 4 of the bill provides that 
nothing in the amendments · proposed 
shall affect any obligations of George
town University or its rights or privileges 
except as provided in the amendments 
carried in the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was .re·ad the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider ~as l~id on the table. 

AMEND CHARTER OF TRINITY COL
LEGE OF WASIDNGTON, D.C. 

Mr. DOWDY. Mr. Speaker, by direc
tion of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, I call up the bill (H.R. 16940) 
to amend the provisions of the act of 
April 8, 1935, relating to the board of 
truste~s 9~ Trinity College of Washing
ton, D.C. · 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

H.R. 16940 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 

Representatives of the United States of 
~merica in Congress assembled, That section 
2 of the Act entitled "An Act relating to the 
incorporation of Trinity College of Washing
ton, District of Columbia, organized under 
and by virtue of a certificate of incorporation 
pursuant to the incorporation laws of the 
District of Columbia, as provided in sub
chapter 1 of chapter 18 of the Code of Laws 
of the District of Columbia", approved April 
8, 1935 (49 Stat. 113), is amended to read as 
follows: 

"SEc. 2. The trustees constituting and 
managing the said corporation shall number 
not less than eight nor more than fifteen. 
The board of trustees shall, at suitable in
tervals, elect their successors in accordance 
with the bylaws of the corporation now or 
hereafter established and obtaining. A ma
jority of the board of trustees shall consti
tute a quorum for the transaction of busi
ness and for all other purposes. The board 
of trustees shall elect from among them
selves one member to be president, one mem
ber to be vice president, one members to be 
treasurer, and one member to be secretary; 

shall fix the term for which the omcers 
shall serve, their duties and authority; and 
shall elect their successors at such regulM 
intervals thereafter as they may determine. 
The board of trustees may elect, appoint, or 
employ such furt~er minor or assistant om
cers and agents as they may deem decessary 
and expedient for the purposes of the cor
poration, it not being necessary that such 
omcers or agents be members of the board." 

The SPEAKER pro ·tempore. The 
Clerk will , report the committee amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, line 10, strike out "members" and 

insert in lieu thereof "member". 

- The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

PURPOSE OF THE BILL 

Mr. DOWDY. Mr. Speaker,_ the pur
pose of the bill H.R; 16940 is to amend 
the corporate charter granted to Trinty 
College of. Washington, in . the District 
of Columbia, by the act _of April 8, 
1935-~9 Stat. 113-in two respects: 

First. To permit members of the laity· 
to be elected to the board of trustees of 
the college. 

Second. To permit the board members 
to elect their successors; 

Presently, except for the archbishop 
·of Baltimore, who i~ an ex officio mem
ber of the board, aU the trustees must 
be members of the religious congrega
tion of the Sisters of Notre Dame de 
Namur, and ther successors are elected 
by said religious congregation. 

This bill was introduced at the request 
of the Sisters of Notre Dame de Namur 
who stated th'at the proposed changes in 
the Charter Act will offer an opportunity· 
to enhance the prestige of the college 
and to stimulate interest in the welfare 
of the college among members of the 
laity, and that these proposals have the 
approval of the archbishop of Washing
ton. 

The proposed bill would amend section 
2 of the Charter Act, so that the board· 
of trustees shall elect their successors in 
accordance with the bylaws; and the re
quirement that all trustees be members 
of the religious congregation of the Sis
ters of Notre Dame de Namur would be 
eliminated. 

BACKGROUND 

Trinity College of Washington, D.C., 
was founded in 1897 for the higher edu
cation of women and is located in the 
Northeast section of the city. Since its 
foundatjon, Trinity College has greatly 
developed not only with regard to size 
but in respect to academic achievement. 
Its studies are mostly undergraduate, 
with some summer courses leading to 
the master of arts degree: With a stu
dent body of over 900 drawn from all 
parts of the country, it has become a na
tional rather than a purely local in
stitution. 

In 1917, Trinity College was recognized 
by inclusion on the Association of Ameri
can Universities list; in 1921 it was ac
credited by the regional agency. Trinity 
College received a place on the American 
Council of Education's list of American 
colleges prepared for foreign institutions 
in 1921. The college was accredited 1n 
1904 by the board of regents of the Uni
versity of New York State, and 1n 1914 tt 
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was ranked among colleges of the first 
grade by the U.S. Bureau of Edu
cation; it is also a member of the 
Association of American Colleges, an in
stitutional member of the American 
Council on Education, and a member of 
the American Association of University 
Women. 

Trinity College at first was organized 
and operated under certificate of charter 
filed in 1897 pursuant to the incorpora
tion provisions of subchapter 1 of chapter 
18 of the Code of Laws of the District 
of Columbia. These articles of incor
poration in time became obsolete, in
adequate, and unworkable. Conse
quently, Congress, upon request of the 
college, enacted the special Charter Act 
of 1935, referred to above. 

The 1935 act was similar to legislation 
enacted for the benefit of Catholic, Co
lumbus, Georgetown, George Washing
ton, and National Universitites--all in 
the District of Columbia. The e..ct pro
vided for an increase in the number of 
trustees and a designation of who shall 
be members of the board of trustees of 
Trinity College; by whom the board of 
trustees shall be elected and who shall 
be eligible for membership on the board 
of trustees and the powers and duties of 
.the· board of trustees; that Trinity Col
lege may enter into affiliated agreements 
with other institutions of learning; that 
·Trinity College may receive, invest, and 
administer endowments and gifts of 
money and property absolute or subject 
to payments by way of annuities; that 
Trinity College shall adopt a common 
seal by which all acts of Trinity College 
shall be authenticated; and that no in
stitution of learning hereafter incorpo
rated in the District of Columbia shall 
use the words in whole or in part "Trin
ity College." 

CONCLUSION 

Your committee has not been apprised 
of any objections to the enactment of 
H.R. 16940 and hence urges it adoption. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

PROHIDITING PICKETING IN. THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA WITHIN 
500 FEET OF ANY CHURCH 
Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Speaker, at this 

time I yield to the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. SrsKJ to call up a bill from 
his committee. 

Mr. SISK. Mr. Speaker, by direction 
of the Committee on the District of Co
lumbia, I call up the bill <H.R. 16340) to 
prohibit picketing in the District of Co
lumbia within 500 feet of any church, 
and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

H.R. 16340 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 

Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That (a) ex
cept as provided in section 2 of this Act, it 
shall be unlawfUl to picket, parade, stand, 
or move in processions or assemblages in the 
District of Columbia Within five hundred feet 
of any building or reside.nce used as a church. 

(b) Whoever violates the provisions of sub
section (a) of this section shall be fined not 

more than $100 or imprisoned not more than 
sixty days, or both. Prosecution for any such 
violation shall be in the District of Columbia 
court of general sessions, upon information 
by the United States attorney or any of his 
assistants. 

SEc. 2. In order to permit the due observ
ance of proper occasions, recognized as such 
by the Commissioners of the District of Co
lumbia, the Commissioners may make and 
amend such rules and regulations as they 
deem necessary to suspend for such proper 
occasions so much of the prohibitions con
tained in the first section of this Act as would 
prevent the use of the public streets and 
walks of the District of Columbia by proces
sions or assemblages, and the use upon them 
of suitable decorations, music, addresses, and 
ceremonies. Such regulations shall include a 
requirement that responsible otH.cers shall 
have been appointed, and arrangements de
termined, which are adequate (in the judg
ment of the Commissioners) for the mainte
nance of suitable order and decorum in the 
observance of any such proper occasion and 
for the protection of life and property. 

The SPEAKER .pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the committee amend
ment. 

The C'lerk read as follows: 
1. Strike out all after the enacting clause 

and insert in lieu thereof the folloWing: 
"That whoever, during any religious serv

ice or ceremony which is conducted in a 
building in the District of Columbia used as 
a church or other place of worship or which 
is conducted on the surroUnding grounds of 
such building, or during the two-hour period 
immediately preceding such service or cere
mony or the two-hour period immediately 
following such religious service or cere
mony-

" ( 1) displays within five hundred feet of 
such grounds, any sign, placard, banner, or 
device designed or adapted to annoy, embar
rass, intimidate, coerce, or bring into public 
odium or disrepute any person ofticiating at 
or attending such religious service or cere
mony, and refuses to cease such display when 
so ordered by police authorities of the Dis
trict of Columbia; or 

"(2) congregates with others within five 
hundred feet of such grounds for the purpose 
of (A) displaying any such sign, placard, ban
ner, or device, or (B) annoying, embarrassing, 
intimidating, coercing, or bringing into pub
lic odium or disrepute any such person, and . 
refuses to disperse when so ordered by police 
authorities o'f the District of Columbia; 
shall be fined not more than $300 or im
prisoned for not more than sixty days, or 
both." 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. HALL 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I offer an 
amendment to the committee amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. HALL: On page 

2, line 19, after the word "the" strike out 
"District of Columbia" and insert "United 
States of America, or its territories and pos
sessions,". 

On page 3, line 7 add a semicolon after 
the word "authorities" and strike "of the 
District of Columbia," 

On page 3, line 13 add a semicolon after · 
the word "authorities" and strike "ot the 
District of Columbia;". 

Mr. SISK. Mr. Speaker, I make a 
point of order against the amendnient, 
but I will reserve the point of order 
against the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman from California [Mr. SISK] 
reserves his point of order against the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HALL]. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HALL J is recognized. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, this is a good 
amendment in my opinion. I think it is 
long since 9verdue in this day when we 
have riots and insurrection; when we 
have "peaceniks,'' "beatniks," and picket 
lines without regard to time or place. 
As late as Saturday, this building was, 
according to existing law, defended by 
rallying and calling back on duty Capitol 
Police officers to watch over those people 
who would have illegally invaded these 
premises and the Capitol Grounds. 

If it is good for ·a God-fearing nation
and certainly we are one builded on such 
ideals-it is good for the District of Co
lumbia. The corollary is true. If, in
deed, this is the Federal City; if, indeed, 
there is any reason why we should not 
picket in the environs or render annoy
ance to those who are attending or carry
ing on services in a church, certainly the 
same should be equally applicable across 
the length and breadth of this land. 
Many States, subdivisions, and/or mu
nicipalities have ordinances versus sa
loons, and so forth, within a radius of 
similar distance. All the amendment 
would do to the bill is simply to make it 
applicable to all of the United States of 
America. . Since we are sitting as the 
Congress, so to speak, for the "C'ity Coun
cil'' of the District of Columbia and the 
city of Washington therein, I see no rea
son why this Federal body should insti
gate or institute a bill wbich is not ap
plicable to all the churches of the Nation. 

I strongly recommend that the amend
ment be accepted. I can see very little 
objection. Thereafter, of course, the 
title would likewise have to be amended 
and I would propi>se to move to do that .. 
after acceptance of this amendment. .. 

The amendment would simply provide 
that wherever "District of Columbia' .. 
appears in the bill, and subsequently 
wherever it appears in the title, in lieu. 
of the prohibition against demonstra
tions, annoyances, or other well-written 
devices, as set forth in the bill on page 3, 
and elsewhere, being applied only to the 
District of Columbia, a similar prohibi
tion within a similar distance would ap
ply to churches throughout the land. I 
strongly recommend that the amend
ment be adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. AL
BERT). Does. the gentleman from Dali
fornia desire to be heard on the point of 
order? 

Mr. SISK. Yes, Mr. Speaker; I renew 
my point of order. In spite of sympathy 
for some of the problems which my good 
friend from Missouri has discussed, and 
possible sympathy even for what he pro
poses to do here, Mr. Speaker, I make a 
point of order against the amendment on 
the grounds that it is not germane to the 
legislation under consideration, that it 
deals with a matter and subjects over 
which the Committee on the- District of 
Columbia has no jurisdiction. There
fore, I believe it is subject to a point of 
order. · 

The SPEAKER pro tem,pore (Mr. AL
BERT> • The Chair has had an oppor
tunity to examine the amendment of
fered by the gentleman from Missouri. 
The bill under. consideration prohibits 
picketing in the District of Columbia. 
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The amendment, of course, would extend 
the prohibition to all 50 States. It would 
add prohibitions not within the contem
plation of the bill. It would bring in 
subject matter entirely outside the juris
diction of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. Accordingly, the Chair 
sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in op
position to this bill, which would prohibit 
picketing in the District of Columbia 
within 500 of any place of worship within 
2 hours of a ceremony, if the picketing
and 'I read from the bill-is "designed
to annoy, embarrass, intimidate, coerce, 
or bring into public odium or disrepute 
any person officiating at or attending 
such religious service or ceremony"-

I would hope that we in this House 
would be most hesitant to pass any legis
lation which restricts freedom of speech. 
Americans have no more precious right, 
and the freedom of this country has no 
greater safeguard, than the right of free
dom of speech and the right of every 
citizen to express his opinions. 

The constitutional concern for the 
freedom to express one's views through 
a picket line is well established. It is as 
well established as the constitutional 
right to express one's views through the 
written word or spoken word, whether 
it is in the form of a pamphlet or sp~ak
ing from a soapbox. 

I refer the Members to the landmark 
decision on picketing, the Supreme 
Court decision· in Thornhill v. Alabama, 
310 U.S. 88 (1940). I will quote from 
Mr. Justice Murphy's decision because 
I think it is important for us to bear this 
in mind: 

Mere legislative preference for one rather 
than another means for combatting sub
stantive evils, therefore, may well prove an 
inadequate foundation on which to rest reg
ulations which are aimed at or in their oper
ation diminish , the effective exercise of 
rights so necessary to the maintenance of 
democratic institutions. 

Mr. Speaker, can anyone doubt that 
the purpose of this legislation is to limit 
the forms by which citizens can express 
their views? It may well be that under 
its police power the State can constitu
tionally restrict demonstrations which 
interfere with public thoroughfares. 
But this legislation is not designed to 
regulate picketing or demonstrations per 
se. · 

Rather, it is concerned with the sub
stance of picketing. It would disallow 
picketing which is "designed or adapted 
to annoy"-however that is defined
"embarrass"-however that is defined
"intimidate, coerce, or bring into public 
odium or disrepute any person officiat
ing at or attending such religious service 
or ceremony." 

The distinction between laws which . 
prohibit picketing in order to limit "pa
troling," and those which prohibit pick
eting in order to limit freedom of speech, 
has been made clear by the Supreme 
Court. I refer to Mr. Justice Black's 
concurring opinion in Labor Board v. 
Fruit Packers, 377 U.S. 58. 

The decisions referred to in the report 
of the committee deal with laws designed 
to limit patroling rather than speech. 
Yet it is clear that the purpose of this 

bill is to limit speech and the effect is to 
remove from the constitutional guaran
tees of the first amendment all places of 
worship or any area within 500 feet of 
those places of worship. 

In view of the fact that this bill would 
limit the forms by which people express 
themselves in our society, I am firmly 
opposed to it. 

I should also like to remark that the 
event which motivated this legislation 
passed without incident. The District of 
Columbia police proved capable of han
dling the situation and peace and quiet 
and public order prevailed on the day of 
the wedding. There is simply no reason 
for us to pass this legislation. 

Mr. BURTON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RYAN. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. BURTON of California. First I 
would like to commend the gentleman, 
and second, associate myself with the 
remarks of my distinguished colleague 
from New York. 

Does the gentleman snare my concern 
that, in addition to this legislation run
ning afoul of the first amendment, it 
probably also runs· afoul of the due
process clause in that itS language is suf
ficiently vague and uncertain as to de
prive those accused of violating its pro
visions, of due process? 

Mr. RYAN. The gentleman has made 
an important point, that this is vague 
and ill defined. It is the kind of legisla
tion which should certainly not be passed 
by this House. In addition to violating 
the guarantee of freedom of speech un
der the firs.t amendment, I question 
whether this proposal is consistent with 
that part of the first amendment which 
says that Congress shall make no law re
specting an establishment of religion. 
The Supreme Court has held that the 
amendment requires that the state be 
neutral concerning religion. I would like 
to quote the Everson case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. RYAN was 
allowed to proceed for 1 additional 
minute.) 

Mr. RYAN. The Everson case-Ever
son v. Board of Education, 330 U.S. l
is a landmark case on the establishment 
of religion clause, I quote from it: 

The establishment of religion clause of the 
first amendment means at least this: neither 
'a state nor the federal government can set 
up a church. Neither can pass laws which 
aid one religion, aid all religion, or prefer 
one religion over another. 

I raise the question as to constitu
tionality on that ground also. 

Mr. WAGGONNER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RYAN. I yield to the gentleman 
from Louisiana, if I have the time. 

Mr. WAGGONNER. Mr. Speaker, the 
gentleman has referred to the Everson 
case in New Jersey. The gentleman, I 
assume, is completely aware that the 
finding in the Everson case was com
pletely at odds with the philosophy ex
pressed in their decision handed down 
by the Court. 

Mr. RYAN. That may be the gentle
man's interpretation. I certainly would 
not view that decision in that way. 

Mr. BURTON of California. Mr. 
.Speaker, I move to strike the requisite 
number of words. 

A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BURTON of California. Is the 

matter before the House the proposed 
committee amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman is correct? 

Mr. BURTON of California. I would 
like to ask a question, if I may, of my 
colleague, the gentleman from California 
EMr. SISK], with reference to the amend
ment. 

Could the gentleman from California 
[Mr. SISK] tell me why the legislation 
as introduced has been so significantly 
amended by the committee? 

Mr. SISK. If the gentleman will yield 
for that purpose, I shall be glad to com
ment on the subject. 

Mr. BURTON of California. I yield 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. SISK. I believe there is nothing 
unusual at all in the procedure of strik
ing all after the enacting clause and in
serting new language from time to time. 
Actually, the subcommittee which I 
headed, on holding some brief discussions 
and hearings, determined that in our 
wisdom there was some better wording 
which could be used to achieve the pur
pose. 

Mr. BURTON of California. Is it not 
a fact that the Attorney General's Office 
indicated that the legislation in its pro
posed form was probably not constitu
tional? 

Mr. SISK. No. I do not believe we 
·actually had any decision as to whether 
they felt it was constitutional or not. 
There was some discussion about the 
possibility of constitutionality. No de
termination was made, of course. That 
is a matter which ultimately will have to 
be determined by the courts, either as to 
the original language or the language 
now pending before us. 

Mr. BURTON of California. Did the 
· Attorney General's Office support the bill 

as introduced, or in its amended form? 
Mr. SISK. I do not know what the po

sition of the Attorney General is on this 
piece of legislation, because I have not 
discussed it with the gentleman, I might 
say. 

Mr. BURTON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, in my judgment, the bill as in
troduced was clearly unconstitutional. 
The effort to render it constitutional by 
amendment has not succeeded. 

If this legislation ever becomes law
and I doubt that it will-I am confident 
the courts will strike it down. 

I intend to vote against this bill be
cause it runs afoul of the Constitution. 

Mr. HAYS. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words. 

Mr. Speaker, it is no surprise to me 
that the gentleman from California EMr. 
BURTON] and the gentleman from New 
York EMr. RYAN] would oppose this bill. 
Last week they took the :floor to defend 
Communists who were trying to make a 
mockery of the proceedings of Congress, 
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and I would expect that both of them 
would take the floor today to advocate 
that religious services be disturbed and 
disrupted and intimidated and whatever 
could be done to destroy them. 

The fact of the matter is, the gentle
man says he is going to vote against the 
bill. He is going to get an opportunity, 
because I am going to ask for a rollcall 
vote, and unless there are more Mem
bers on the floor I will make a point of 
order that a quorum is not present, and 
get a rollcall, because I want him on 
record. I think it is high time that the 
country knows exactly where people 
stand on these kinds of things. 

So far as the bill being constitutional 
or being unconstitutional is concerned, 
I attended one of the hearings before 
the subcommittee, and there was con
siderable testimony that they thought it 
would be constitutional. But that is not 
something that this body will decide. 
The people who might violate this lan
guage, if it becomes law, would have 
plenty of opportunity to go to court. 

The fact of the matter is that the 
courts have spoken on this pretty sub
stantially. 

The gentleman talked about the rights 
of free speech and assembly. The court 
is on record on that, in 1965, in the case 
of Cox against Louisiana. It said: 

The rights of free speech and assembly, 
while fundamental in our democratic society, 
still do not mean that everyone with opin
ions or beliefs to express may address a 
group at any public place and at any time. 
The Constitutional guarantee of liberty im
plies the existence of an organized society 
maintaining public order. 

That, my friends, is exactly what these 
tramps who were around here last week 
were trying to destroy. They not only 
said they were Communists and they 
were proud of it, but they are anarchists, 
they do not want any public order of any 
kind. 

I noted that the Communist attorney
and you would be interested to know, 
and I am not going to violate any coilfi
dences, one of the men who defended him 
last week on the floor, who defended Mr. 
Kinoy, said: 

Oh, I have known him for 40 years. I was 
in various schools with him, and he has al
ways been a Communist. 

So when I call him a Communist at
torney, I am not blackening him with 
any tar brush that he has not applied 
to himself. I noticed he was convicted 
of creating a public disturbance, which 
is exactly what he came there to do, be
cause after that he had the disturbance 
and immediately when he was dragged 
out another fellow ran out with a mimeo
graphed copy of a statement saying how 
he had been choked until he was popeyed 
and this, that, and the other thing. Im
mediately. Now, they had to mimeo
graph it beforehand. I understand the 
policeman who testified showed that 
there was considerable resistance. The 
gentleman could have walked out, but he 
chose to fight and kicked the shins of the 
policeman and so on. So I think the 
vote on this thing this afternoon will be 
for those who believe in law and order 
versus those who believe in anarchy and 
disorder. It will be just that simple. 

Nobody is trying to take anything of 
constitutional rights away from anybody. 
That is a phony issue, as phony as a $3 
bill, because the gentleman said the police 
handled the matter the other day, in the 
case of the President's daughter's wed
ding, and they did. An.d what did they 
do? They arbitrarily set up a block 500 
feet away from the church and did not 
let any of these crumb bums penetrate it. 
I notice these bleeding hearts did not go 
to court to try to get an injunction to 
let them picket the wedding, because the 
courts would have thrown it out. You 
know, where we made the biggest mis
take around here last week-and I prob
ably made the mistake myself, because 
I thought about it, but I did not really 
want to get on television with any of 
these long-haired males or females. 
Sometimes I am a little bit like George 
Brown, the new Foreign Minister of 
Great Britain, who was heckled by some 
of them in his last campaign and he said: 

I do not know whether to call you "sirs" 
or "madams," because I cannbt tell which 
you are, but whatever you are, will you shut 
up? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. · HAYS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for an ad
ditional minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HAYS. What I probably should 

have done or somebody should have done 
the other day was go to one of the super
markets and get a case of Ivory soap and 
get one of the pages to put it on one of 
these little rubber-tired dollies and take 
it over to that line of beatniks outside 
of the hearing room and hand every one 
of them a bar of Ivory soap, because 
that would have done them more good 
than anything I know of. 
' Mr. SISK. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup
port of the legislation. 

PURPOSE OF THE BILL 

The purpose of H.R. 16340, as 
expressed in the title of the bill, is to 
prohibit the intimidation, coercion, or 
annoyance of a person officiating at or 
attending a religious service or ceremony 
in a church or other place of worship in 
the District of Columbia. 

The bill provides that it shall be un
lawful for any person, during a period 
beginning 2 hours before any religious 
service or ceremony or within the 2-hour 
period immediately following the end of 
such religious service or ceremony, and 
within 500 feet of the grounds of a church 
or other place of worship, to display any 
sign, placard, banner, or device which is 
designed for the· purpose of annoying, 
embarrassing, intimidating, coercing, or 
of bringing into public odium or disre
pute any person officiating at or attend
ing such religious service or ceremony. 

Any person who engages in the activi
ties prohibited, and who refuses to dis
continue such display when ordered by 
the police.. shall be subject to a fine of 
not more than $300 or imprisonment of 
not more than 60 days, or both. 

The bill similarly applies to those who 
congregate within the distance and dur-

ing the time period specified for such 
purposes and who refuse to disperse when 
so ordered by the police, and provides 
that they shall be subject to similar 
penalties. 

APPLICABILITY OF THE PROVISIONS 

The language of the bill is designed-to 
apply generally to all .religious services 
or ceremonies and to protect and pre
serve the right of enjoyment of peace 
and quiet in the exercise of free assem
blage for religious purposes by all per
sons attending, during the time of ar
rival, during the service, and during the 
time of departure from such services. 
The legislation does not limit its applica
tion to a particular religious group, type 
of service or ceremony, or to a particular 
occasion. It provides the same right to 
quiet enjoyment for all persons arriving 
at, participating in, or departing from a 
religious ·service or ceremony, so that 
there will be freedom from any annoy
ance or embarrassment. 

Historically, in this Nation, the free 
and open practice of religious beliefs 
without interference, annoyance, ridi
cule, or disruption has been considered 
an expression of the basic freedoms en
joyed by the people of the United States. 
Your committee believes that it is a prop
er exercise of the police power of the 
Congress, in the exercise of its "exclusive 
legislation in all cases whatsoever" with
in the District of Columbia, to make such 
reasonable provisions in law within the 
limited area surrounding a church or 
other place of worship and for a limited 
time so as to permit the peaceful assem~ 
bly of those who attend and their de
parture without being subject to any dis
ruptions or embarrassments. 

BACKGROUND 

The power and responsibility of the 
Congress at the seat of ~he National Gov
ernment, as delegated by the people of 
the states, finds expression in article I, 
section 8, clause 17, of the Constitution. 
This provision in the Constitution directs 
that the Congress "exercise exclusive leg
islation in all cases whatsoever" in the 
National Capital. 

This power, delegated by the people of 
the States, and which may be altered or 
withdrawn by amendment to the Con
stitution, as they see fit, was deemed nec
essary for the benefit of all the people of 
the Nation. The separate jurisdiction of 
the Congress in the National Capital was 
established so that the Congress and the 
other agencies of the Federal Govern
ment would not be dependent upon any 
other governmental jurisdiction, State or 
local, so as to assure that the conduct of 
the National Government would be free 
from interferences, threats, insurrec
tions, coercions, or any · other disturb
ances which might delay or hinder the 
processes of government. Similarly, this 
power was for the purpose of protecting 
the lives and property of the representa
tives of the people and the officials of 
the National Government, and of the vis
itors to and residents at the seat of the 
Government. Likewise, the power was 
deemed necessary for the benefit of all 
the people to protect the records, build
ings, ·monuments, and shrines in the Na
tion's Capital which are the property of 
all the people. 
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As a part of this power of "exclusive 
legislation," the people of the States 
delegated to the Congress the full police 
power over the District of Columbia' to 
accomplish the foregoing purposes. 

Prior to the location of the National 
Government in the separate jurisdiction 
provided for in the Constitution, the 
Congress was without power to exercise 
the authority provided in the Constitu
tion. Beginning from the time the Fed
eral Government was transferred to the 
District of Columbia, the Congress has 
exercised the police powers delegated to 
it. Since 1800 the Congress has enacted 
such laws as it deemed necessary to pro
tect the property and functions of the 
Government and to preserve the peace 
and quiet of the public within the Dis
trict of Columbia, as well as their persons 
and property. The jurisdiction of the 
Congress provided in the Constitution is 
not limited solely to the buildings and 
grounds of the Federal Government and 
its agencies but applies to the entire area 
within the boundaries of the District of 
Columbia. The Congress thus may exer
cise powers in the District of Columbia 
which it may not exercise within the 
States. The constitutional authority of 
the Congress with regard to the District 
of Columbia must be accorded equal ef
fect to that accorded to any other provi
sion of . the Constitution including its 
amendments. While the exercise of the 
authority by the Congress may not be in 
derogation of any other provisions of the 
Constitution, likewise other provisions of 
the Constitution may not be in deroga
tion of the power of Congress to enact 
such legislation, consistent with the 
other provisions of the Constitution, as 
is necessary to carry out its mandate in 
the Nation's Capital. 

COMPARABLE LAWS IN THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA 

Existing law in the District of Colum..: 
bia provides for the exercise of the police 
power to accomplish the usual purposes 
of P.rotecting the peace and quiet and the 
persons and property of people within 
the community. Tbe law regarding dis
orderly conduct provides penalties for 
those who provoke breach of the peace by 
(1) acts which annoy, disturb, or inter
fere with, obstruct, or are offensive to 
others; (2) the making of noise or shouts 
inside or out ·Of building during night
time which annoy or disturb any con
siderable number of persons·; (3) groups 
which congregate on a public street in 
such a way as to bring about ·the breach 
of the peace; and (4) by 'disturbances in 
public conveyances. 

In addition to the usual local govern
ment provisions, the Congress has legis
lated specifically and especially in cer
tain instances because the District of 
Columbia is the Nation's Capital. 

The act of March 3, 1901-31 statute 
1324, District of Columbia Code, title 22, 
section 3102-relates to unlawful entry 
on property. This act makes it unlaw
ful for a person to enter either a private 
building or a public building and to re
fuse to quit the premises on order of 
proper authority. 

The act of March 30, 1867-15 statute 
12, District of Columbia Code, title 9, 
section 105-further relates to public 

buildings; namely, the U.S. Capitol. 
This law gives broad authority to the 
Sergeant at Arms of. the Senate and 
House to make such regulations as 
they deem necessary for preserving the 
peace and· securing the Capitol and the 
protection of public property therein. 

The act of July 31, 1946-60 statute 
718, District of Columbia Code, title 9, 
section 123-forbids the making of any 
harangue or oration or the uttering of 
loud or threatening or abusive language 
on the U.S. Capitol Grounds. No dis
cretion is given any person to per
mit the making o·f speeches on the Capi
tol Grounds. The same statute-60 
statute 719, District of Columbia Code, 
title 9, section 124-prohibits parades or 
processions or assemblages on the Capi
tol Grounds or the display of signs or 
devices and banners except for occa
sions of national interest and on ap
proval by the President of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House author
izing such activities. 

Since the District of Columbia is the 
National Capital, it is likewise the loca
tion for the embassies and chanceries of 
foreign governments. The act of Feb
ruary 15, 1938-52 statute 30, District of 
Columbia Code, title 22, section 1115-
probibits the display O·f flags, banners, 
placards, or the congregating of persons 
within 500 feet of· any building used or 
occupied by a forei!m government as an 
embassy, legation, consulate or for other 
official purposes, for the purpose of or 
designed to intimidate, coerce, or bring 
into public odium, any foreign govern
ment, any officer thereof, or to bring into 
public disrepute political, social, or eco
nomic acts, views or purposes of any 
foreign government, or to similarly re
flect on any officer or officers of any for
eign government or to interfere with the 
free and safe pursuit of the duties of any 
diplomatic or consular representatives 
within the District of Columbia, except 
in accordance- with a permit issued by 
the Superintendent of Police. 

The act of July 29, 1892-27 Statute 
323, as amended, District of Columbia 
Code, title 22, section 1107-relates to un
lawful assembly in the District of Colum
bia. The test of this section of the Dis
trict of Columbia Code is as follows: 

It shall not be lawful for any person or 
persons within the District O·f Columbia to 
congregate and assemble in any street, ave
nue, alley, road, or highway, or in or around 
any public bullding or inclosure, or any park 
or reservation, or at the entrance of any 
private building or inclosure, and engage in 
loud and boistrous talking or other disorderly 
conduct, or to insult or make rude or ob
scene gestures or coxnxnents or observa
tions on persons passing by, or in 
their hearing, or to crowd, obstruct, or in
commode the free use of any such street, 
avenue, alley, road, highway, or any of the 
foot pavements thereof,_ or the free entrance 
to any public or private building or inclosure; 
it shall not be lawful for any person or per
sons to curse, swear, or make use of any pro
fane language or indecent or obscene words, 
or engage in any disorderly conduct in any 
street, avenue, alley, road, highway, publlc 
park or inclosure, public building, church, or 
assembly room, or in any other publlc place, 
or in any plac~ wherefrom the same may be 
heard in any street, avenue, alley, road, high
way, public park or inclosure, or other build
ing, or tn any premises other than those 

where the offense -was coxnxnitted., under a 
penalty of not more than $250 or Imprison
ment for not more than ninety days or both 
for each and every such offense. 

This law, which has been in e:ffect for 
many years, is an unqualified prohibi
tion upon any person or congregation of 
persons in any of the areas specified to 
engage in conduct which interferes with 
others, to use foul language, or to insult 
persons, passing by or within hearing, 
with comments or observations concern
ing such persons. This provision of the 
District of Columbia Code, however, does 
not cover the use of posters, signs, ban
ners, or devices which might be equally 
insulting to persons. 

It may be noted that the language of 
the bill H.R. 16340 is very similar to the 
above longstanding enactments of Con
gress, except that the proposed legisla
tion applies to sanctions relating to other 
offensive material which may be carried 
on signs, posters,-ban~ers, or other , de
vices, and ·except that the language of 
the bill is less restrictive in that the use 
of such displays is prohibited only in 
narrowly described areas and within cer
tain limited periods of time related to 
specific religious services or ceremonies. 

RECENT COURT OF .APPEALS CASE 

It is in point to refer to a recent deci
sion of the District of Columbia Court of 
Appeals, wherein the .defendants chal
lenged the validity of th,eir arrest under 
provisions of present District of Colum
bia law. This case was decided June 17, 
1966-Feeley against District of Colum
bia, Nos. 3863 and 3864; Uhrie against 
District of Columbia, Nos. 3871 and 3872; 
and Dunlap against District of Columbia, 
Nos. 3869 and 3870. 

This case involved the arrest of three 
persons who were with a group of 250 
demonstrators who, after parading pur
suant to permit issued by the U.S. Park 
Police, continued their march to the 
Capitol grounds. A.t the Capitol grounds 
they were warned against their violation 
of the District of Columbia law and en
croachment upon the Capitol grounds. 
After they were advised of the laws of 
the District of Columbia and warned 
three times, and refused to comply with 
the warning, the arrests were made. The 
Government had the option to prosecute 
under District of Columbia Code title 22, 
section 1107 or District of Columbia Code 
title 22, section 1121, both mentioned 
heretofore. The Government chose to 
prosecute under the latter section. The 
offenders were convicted and the case 
went on to appeal. The convictions were 
sustained. 

In this decision, the Court made ob
servations to the rights to freedom of 
speech, assembly, and petitioning the 
Government, and cited the case of Cox 
v. Louisiana, 379 U.S. 536 0965), and 
quoted thereform as follows: 

The rights of free speech and assembly, 
while fundamental in our democratic society, 
still do not mean that everyone With opin
ions or beliefs to express may address a group 
at any public place and at any time. The 
Constitutional guarantee of liberty implies 
the existence of an organized society main
taining public order, Without which liberty 
itself would be lost in the excess of anarchy. 
The control of travel on the street meets aa 
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a clear·example of governmental responsibil
ity to insure this necessary order. A , re
striction in that relation, qesigned to 
promote the public conve,nience in the inter
est of all, and ·not susceptible to abuses of 
discriminatory application, L'cannot be dis
regarded by the attempted.' exercise of' some 
civil tight which, in other. circul:nstances, 
would be entitled to protection. One would 
not be justified in ignoring the familiar red 
light because this was thought to be a means 
of social protest. . Nor could one, contrary 
to traffic regulations, insist upon a street 
mee~ing in the middle of Times Square at 
the rush hour as a form of freedom of speech 
or assembly. Governmental authorities have 
the duty and responsibility to keep those 
streets open and available for movement. A 
group of demonstrators could not insist upon 
the right to cordon off a street, or entrance 
to a public or private building, and allow no 
one to pass who did not agree to listen to 
their exhortations. 

CONCLUSION 

In considering the proposed legislation, 
your committee. carefully considered ex
isting laws of the District of Columbi~ 
providing for the protection of the peace 
and quiet within the community and for 
freedom from insult, coercion, or intimi
dation. Laws relating to, unlawful as
sembly provide such . protection .to . the 
_pommunity from verbal · assaults . and 
abusive language. Existing law provides 
protect~on to officials of .foreign govern
ments and the buildings occupied by such 
gov-ernments and from demonstrations 
and the use of posters, signs,· banners, 
and other devices designed to ridicule 
and insult such ;nations or their rep·re
sentatives. Your committee -found noth
ing, however, in exis~ing law providing 
similar protection for those attending or 
participating in. religious services or cere
monies .during . the time . .)of their arrival 
or departure. Your committee feels-.that 
the freedom of citizens to participate in 
such occasions free from interferences 
and insults is ·needed, is reasonable, and 
prop.er in the exercise of basic rights 
guaranteed by -the Constitution of the 
United States. -

In the course of -study of -the legisla
tion, the committee consulted with law 
enforcement officials of the District of 
Columbia in the review of existing law, 
a.nd the need for, and desirability of such 
legislation. Cases involving the enforce
ment of existing laws of the District of 
Columbia were ·reviewed. Your commit
tee is not ·aware of any court decision at 
any level dealing with laws proscribing 
the acts mentioned in the bill which 
would indicate any limitation upon the 
propriety and the power of Congress to 
enact such legislation with full anticipa
tion that its provisions would be sus
tained by the courts. 

Mr. Speaker, it is always interesting to 
have certain types of legislation come to 
the floor, because it is rather amazing 
how some people seem to come out of the 
woodwork, you know. We all took an 
oath to uphold the Constitution of the 
United States when ' we were sworn into 
office. We are certain that every Member 
of this body is dedicated to the uphold
ing of our Constitution and are doing 
everything to see to it that that Con
stitution ·is preserved and defended and 
kept in existence. But I sometimes get 
Just a. bit amused at how a few of my 

friends act . who classify the,mselves as 
civil libertarians. . ·• ~-
. I have never had any ·direct defil).ition 

of this, l;lut I· do become a bit amused 'at 
their methods of defending the Constitu:
tion of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not question their 
conscience, I do not question thej,r dedi
cation to what they ~lieve in defe;ns~ of 
it, .but the . manner in . which. they · .de .. 
fend it. · I 

Mr. Speaker, my good-fdend, the gen
tleman from New York [Mr. RYAN], for 
whom I have a great deal of regard and 
one whom I believe classifies himself as 
a ·"civil libertarian" is talking about free
dom of speech. I do not believe and in
sofar ·as I know-,-and certaiiily it was my 
understanding-that when the gentle
man from Ohio [Mr. HAYs] introduced 
this piece of legislation, that was exactly 
what he sought to do--preserve freedom 
of speech. · 

He desired to see that not only the · 
da1J.ghter of the President .. of the United 
States and the attendants at the wedding 
and the guests who would be there .and 
the minister who presided, but all ,others 
under' similar circum~tanees would have 
an opportunity to go through the simple 
ceremony of uniting ·a couJ)le in the_ holy 
bonds ofmatrimony without the hue and 
cry and other disturbances which might 
cause a failure on the· part of the· guests 
to hear what the preacher was saying 
over the screams and outbursts of some 
of these hoOdlums who unfortunately at
tempt to take advantage' of these matters. 

Mr. Speaker, what I am "wondering is 
whose freedom of speech the gentleman 
from New York was talking about? I am 
quite concerned about freedom of speech'. 
·· Mr. HAYS. Mr. Speaker, -will the gen
tleman yield? . , . , · 

Mr. SISK. I yield· to the gentleman 
from Ohio. -; r 

Mr. HAYS. The gentleman from Cali
forrila is making an absolutely valid 
point and which is probably the criix of 
this entire argument. In the· course of 
their talking about freedom of speech, 
they are denying the freedom of speech 
to someone who disagrees with them. 

Mr. SISK. I might say that the gen
tleman from Ohio is exactly right. 
. Mr .. Speaker, I think if ·we could take 
the remarks of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. RYAN] against this legislation 
and turn them around and apply them, 
we would have the best definition and 
defense of this particular bill about 
which I know. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to conclude 
my brief remarks by saying that we have 
ample precedent for this legislation. We 
have a long series of acts, going back to 
1867. There is no question but what the 
Congress has the jurisdiction and right 
under the Constitution to carry on the 
orderly affairs of the District· of Colum
bia and to see to it that they are earned 
on 1n an orderly manner in the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. Speaker, I am sure that all of my 
·colleagues know that on the statute 
books-unchallenged insofar as I know 
by anyone-is a law which prohibits 
picketing within 500· feet of any foreign 
embassy in this city. 

Mr. Speaker, there are a variety of 
other laws dealing with the prohibition 

against disturbances, against freedom of 
speech·. I ·_,have not ~hear~ ~ose~ laws 
challenged. . 

So, 1\{r. S_peaker, I have some grave 
reservation~ iLbout some of these sudden 
outcries from a· few of my good friends 
about the unconstitutionality of this pro-
posed legislation. · 
. Mr. HAYS. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-

. tleman ~·eld? .. . . . .· ' 
Mr. SISK. · I yield to the gentleman 

from Ohio. I 

Mr. HAYS. Mr. Speaker, I did not see 
any of these gentlemen on the floor pro
testing when the police carted off some 
people who .violated the ordinance 
against picketing within 500 feet of the 
Russian E~bassy,' and they ordered the 
police to 'take them off. 

Mr. Speaker, I did not hear any of 
these great exponents. of the freedom of 
speech up here talking about that. I 
do not know why they were not. 

Mr.-· RUMSFELD. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? · 

Mr. SISK. I yield to the gentleman 
from illinois. 

Mr. RUMSFELD. Mr. Speaker, is it 
not true also that we in this country have 
developed a body of labor laws which 
restricts picketing and which has been 
upheld in the country as being consti
tutional, over a good long period of 
tinle? 

Mr. SISK. Yes; ·I tbink these are in 
evidence; there is no question about that. 
And, I might say that the legislation 
which we have before us does not- pro
hibit picketing. I believe all of us be
lieve in the · right of free speech and 
petition and the right of assembly and 
the right to petition the. Congress. . 

In this proposed legislation we do not 
propose to prohipit any ~f these things: 
·we are just saying that there are cer
tain things . wit~in certain areas that 
are not in good taste and should not be 
done, and'-in the protection of. the free
dom of other people in their freedom 
of speech and freedom of assembly that 
certain activities[ shall be precluded 
within 500 feet of a religious gathering 
to do these things. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from California 
has again expired. . · .. 

Mr. HAYS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent that the gentleman from 
Cn.lifornia [Mt. SISK] may proceed· for 1 
additional minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio? · : ' 

There was no obfection. · 
Mr. HAYS. Mr. Speaker, will the gen

tleman yield further? ~ 
Mr. SISK. · 'I will be glad to yield. 
Mr. HAYS. They can ·still picket un

der .. this bill. They .can picket 500 feet 
away. Somebody said, "Why .did you 
choose 500 feet?" 

I w1ll tell you why. We wanted to get 
them out of the television camera range 
because if they are not on television, 
they will not be picketing. They.really 
do not want to be picketing unless they 
get their faces on TV. 

If they have ·any real gripes, 1f they 
have any ~eal picketing they want to do, 
500 feet away is all right.. But you will 
8ee, 1f this bill passes, there will riot be 
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any· picketing because they will be out 
of the television camera and that wtll 
be the end·of it. ' 

Mr. GEORGE W. ' ANDREWS. Mr. 
S~ker, will the gentlem-an yield? 

Mr. SISK. I yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. GEORGE W. ANDREWS. Mr. 
Speaker, this matter we are discussing 
is Just as simple -as A B c.' I have cer
tain rights under the Constitution-one 
of which is freedom of speech. So do 
you. My rights end where your rights 
begin. I cannot interfere with your 
rights. We are both covered under the 
same protection of the Constitution. 

A man has a right tQ freedom of 
speech, but if he goes into a movie house, 
then he has to sacrifice that right for 
the protection of the other people who 
are in that movie house to enjoy the 
program. 

Mr. SISK. The gentleman is right. 
Mr. GEORGE W. ANDREWS. Mr. 

Speaker, these people can scream and 
yell all they want to but they ought to 
go into the woods to do do it. But as 
the gentleman from Ohio said, there 
would be' no television out there, and 
they always seem to manage to get in the 
line of the TV cameras. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? · 

Mr. SISK. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa: Mr. Speaker, 

is my interpretation correct that this 
would come into effect only after these 
persons who were displaying these signs 
have been requested by the police to stop. 
Then if they refused to stop; this would 
come into effect. 

Mr. SISK. That is my understanding. 
I think the language is quite clear, if you 
are doing certain things, and I think here 
again we spell out veri clearly the things 
that you would have to be doing to bring 
you into disrepute or attempting to in
fluence other individuals to do so, and 
upon being asked by the police to move 
on, if then they refuse to move and 
continue to assert themselves within the 
500 feet, then this would come into ef
fect. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Then this would 
apply because they would have been put 
on notice to &top? . 

Mr. SISK. That, is right. . 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. This is strictly 

under the police powers? · 
Mr. SISK. - T~~ is strictly under the 

police powers; that is right. · 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move 

to .strike out the last word. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to'raise some ques

tions about the interpretation of this bill 
and what brings it befor.e us. 

Mr. Speaker, I am frankly puzzled by 
the circumstances. 

I do not pass judgment on the con
stitutionality O-r the lack of constitution
ality of the bill. 1: have not 'had a chance 
tc;> study it. But I do wonder how a bill 
of· this kind---that at least raises serious 
constitutional questions--is brought be
fore us under these circumstances. .J 

Mr. Speaker, i asked earlier for the 
hearings on the bill an:d I WaS told that 
no hearings were !available. i take it 

from that there were no public hearings 
on the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to pose cer
tain questions to any member of the com
mittee who would care to reply as to · just 
what the need is for this legislation. 

Why are the existing statutes in the 
District not adequate? · 

What occasions have arisen where the 
kind of activity aimed at in this bill has 
happened and where the police were in,.. 
capable of dealing with it? 

What States have laws of this kind on 
their books? I am not aware of any of 
this particular type. 

What is the position of the churches in 
the District on this bill? Have the lead
ers of the Catholic churches in the Dis
trict made requests that this legislation 
be passed? 

Have the leaders of the Protestant 
churches been heard on this subject, for 

. or against? The rabbis-have they been 
heard on it? 

I would like to know what all these 
people would have to say about this b111. 

I have not heard much of any reason 
why this bill is necessary. I do think it 
raises serious questions. · 

For instance, I am not clear whether 
this bill makes the actions aimed at un
lawful or not. We have heard just now 
that the law would not come into opera
tion until somebody is asked to stop doing 
something. Does that mean it .is un
lawful before he is asked or. is it not un
lawful before he is asked? In either case, 
questions of vagueness are properly 
raised. I 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I feel that 
the case has not been made as to the 
necessity for this bill. I would like to 
hear more about it. · 
. Mr. EDWARDS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the gentle
man. 

Mr. EDWARDS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, it seems to me what the gen
tleman from New York says makes a lot 
of sense. There are a great many holes 
in the background of this bill. I would 
like to point out to my colleagues that 
for this very reason, I will offer a motion 
to recommit to require the Committee on 
the District of Columbia to hold public 
hearings so that the views of the people 
of Washington, D.C.-who, after all, are 
the people who are involved in this-
can be presented and so that the Depart
ment of !Justice can be asked for a legal 
opinion as to the constitutionality of this 
bili: Because certainly the dialog today 
has raised grave questions as to whether 
or not this bill is constitutional under the 
first amendment to the Con~titution. 

Also my motion to recommit will re
quire the comniittee to ask the Attorney 
General of the United States to testiff. 
Certainly his testimony will be valuable 
in a very sensitive area such as this. 

I would also suggest that if public 
h~arings are held-and I certainly hope 
the committee holds them-that trade 
union leaders should be allowed and in
vited tb testify, because .the right ·of 
picketing is very important to the trade 
union ·movement in the United States, 
and RI:l~ _ res~rictio~ such as is , contem-

plated in this bill would be very vital to 
the trade union movement. 

Mr. 'BINGHAM. I thank the gentle
man; Unless I hear considerably more 
as to the necessity of this bill and what 
sort of testi~ony was given in support 
of it, I shall be glad to support the gen
tleman's motion to recommit. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the gentle
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DENT. The question of picketing 
and how you control picketing and the 
rights of free speech and free picketing 
in many cases is observed in its breach 
rather than the observance of the rights 
a person has. 

I can remember when I was a boy there 
was no law to protect. There was no 
law against. But when there was a coal 
mining strike you were not allowed to 
picket within 5 miles of a coal town. If 
you were a stranger, not-living within a 
coal town, you were not even allowed in 
the same State. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I thank the gentle
man. 

Mr. JOELSON. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to state at the outset that I intend 
to vote for this measure, and I do not 
have to be smoked out on it. But I have 
been waiting in vain for someone to speak 
out on the unfortunate tone of this de
bate. I do not think. it is fair, proper, 
wholesome, or healthy for the motives 
of any Member of this House to be im
pugned, and I do not like to hear it sug
gested that any one of my colleagues, be
cause he stands up and speaks, is pro
Communist or antireligious. 

We are all elected by our constituents, 
and our constituents pass judgment · on 
us every 2 years. We 1o not need to 
pass judgment on one another, and I hope 
that this is the last time that in this 
House the finger of accusation will be 
pointed by one Member against another, 
and that in the future we confine our
selves to discussing the issues rather than 
making personal attacks 'impugning 
loyalty or religious devotion. 

'Mr. EDWARDS of California. Mr. 
Speaker; I suppose that this could be 
called the Luci Johnson wedding bill. It 
was introduced a month ago when a 
Negro ·organization opposed to the war 
in Vietnam announced that it was con
sidering picketing the wedding. 

The wedding was held in great style. 
It was a lovely · and peaceful affair. 
There were no pickets. It would seem to 
me that the graceful thing for us to do 
would be to forget this bill. 

This bill is not one of which we will be 
proud. It is aimed at the Negro ma
jority of Washington, D.C. It further re
stricts their rights of free speech and 
peaceful assembly. 

Negro organizations in Washington, 
D.C., often publicize their grievances 
through peaceful demonstrations on the 
streets. This is entirely right and legal, 
since the streets of our Nation have been 
used immemorially for purposes of as
sembly and discussing public questions. 

We recogni~e. of course, that the local 
government may regulate this privilege 
in ~he public interest, but a restriction 
~uch -~s contemplated in this bill would 
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not be considered as reasonable by any 
court in the land. 

The next step would be to prohibit 
placards within 500 feet of a business, 
or an auditorium, or a factory, or a pri
vate dwelling. 

This bill is a threat to the right of trade 
unions to picket in labor disputes. In
deed, the provisions of the bill could be 
interpreted to require the police to arrest 
union pickets marching within 500 feet 
of a church. 

There presently exists adequate laws 
to protect church services from disrup
tion by loud and noisy conduct: Re
ligious serVices, as well as other meetings~ 
already are protected by a statute on the 
books since 1892, District of Columbia 
Code 22-1107. 

The right of free speech is the essen
tial element of a free society. Our very 
existence as a self-governing Nation rests 
on public dialog that is "uninhibited, 
robust, and wide open." 

It is well established that the right of 
free speech, protected by the first amend
ment, includes nonverbal speech such as 
picketing and the use of banners and 
placards. 

I urge my colleagues not to assent to a 
flagrant invasion of this vital constitu
tional right. 

Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of H.R. 16340, a bill to limit pick
eting within' 500 feet of churches within 
the District of Columbia during the pe
riod extending between 2 hours prior to 
and following any religious service or 
ceremony. 

Mr. Speaker, the function of picketing 
appears to nave been abused by many 
persons in recent days. This bill would 
help prevent such abuses. Pickets 
around a church can interfere with the 
exercise of religious freedom, as well as 
the freedom of assembly. . 

This measure has no bearing on the 
right to picket in labor disputes, nor does 
it affect the right to petition the Gov
ernment to rectify wrongs which have 
been suffered by a citizen. The type of 
picketing involved here is th.at which 
was threatened recently when the daugh
ter of the President was married to my 
constituent Patrick Nugent in the 
National Shrine. 

It is true that the pickets on that oc
casion were cordoned off at a distance 
of 500 feet from the church edifice. That 
was probably .an appropriate police reg
ulation without the benefit of this legis
lation. However, the Congress should 
provide specific authority for such police 
regulation within the District" of Colum
bia. I intend to vote for this bill. It is 
intended to protect our heritage of con
stitutional rights. Furthermore, it is 
directed toward orderly government and 
respect for law and for the rights of 
others. Such respect is urgently needed 
at this hour. · 

Mr. SISK. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

CXIr--· 1269-Part .15 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Mr. EDWARDS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I offer a motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. EDWARDS of California. I am, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recommit. 

The Clerk read as follows: · 
Mr.' EDWARDS of California moves to recom

mit H.R. 16340 to the District of Columbia 
Committee with instructions to hold public 
hearings and to request a report of the De
partment of Justice and the testimony of the 
Attorney General. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is 
ordered. 

Mr. HAYS. Mr. Speaker, I make a 
point . of order against the motion to 
recommit. We cannot tell a committee 
who to call as witnesses and what kind 
of hearings to hold. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
House has authority to instruct the com-
mittee. The motion is tn order. ' 

The question is on the motion to 
recommit. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that the 
nays appeared to have it. 

Mr. EDWARDS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I object to the vote on the 
ground that a quorum is not present and 
make the ·Point of order that a quorum 
is not present. · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. . Evi
dently a quorum is not present. 

The Doorkeeper will close the doors, 
the Sergeant at Arms will notify absent 
Members, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there 
were-yeas 54, nays 237, not voting 141, 
as follows: 

[Roll No. 234] 
YEAs---64 

, . )l 

Addabbo Green, Oreg. 
Bingham Grover 
Boland Gubser 
Brown, Calif. Hathaway 
Burton, Calif. Hawkins 
Cleveland Horton 
Conable Jacobs 
Conte Karth 
Culver Kastenmeier 
Daddario Leggett 
Duncan, Oreg. Matsunaga 
.Edwards, Calif. May 
Ellsworth Mink 
Foley Morse 
Gilbert Morton 
Gilligan Mosher 
Gonzalez Nedzi 
Goodell O'Hara, Dl. 

Abbitt 
Abernethy 
Adair 
Albert 
Anderson, Dl. 
Anderson, 

Tenn. 
Andrews, 

GeorgeW. 
Annunzio 
Arends 
Ashbrook 
Ashley 
Ashmore 
Aspinall 
Barrett 
Bates 
Battin 

NAY~237 

Beckworth 
Belcher 
Bell 
Bennett 
Berry 
Betts 
Boggs · 
Bolton 
Bow 
Bray 
Brock 
Brooks 
Broomfield 
Brown, Clar-

ence J., Jr. 
Broyhill, N.C. 
Broyhill, Va. 
Buchanan 

O'Hara, Mich. 
Pelly 
Pike 
Powell 
Rees 
Reid,N.Y/ 
Reuss 
Rosenthal 
Ryan 
Scheuer 
Schmidhauser 
Schneebeli 
Smith, N:.Y. 
Stafford 
Tenzer 
Thompson, N.J. 
Waldie 
Yates 

Burke 
Burleson 
Burton, Utah 
Byrne, Pa. 
Byrnes, Wis. 
Cabell 

· Callan , 
Carey · 
Carter 
Casey 
Cederberg 
Chamberlain 
Chelf 
Clancy 
Clark 
Clausen, 

Don H. 
Collier 

Colmer Hungate Perkins 
Cooley Hutchinson Pirnie 
Cunningham !chord .Poff 
Dague Jarman· Pool 
Daniels Joelson Price 
Davis, Wis. Johnson, Calif. Quie 
Dawson Johnson, Okla. Quillen 
de la Garza Johnson, Pa. Race 
Dent Jonas Redlin 
Denton Jones, Ala. Reid, lll. 
Derwinski Jones, Mo. Reifel 
Devine Jones, N.C. Reinecke 
Dingell Karsten Rhodes, Pa. 
Dole Kee Roberts 
Dowdy · · Keith Rogers, Colo. 
Downing Kelly Rogers, Fla. 
Dulski . Keogh Roncalio 
Duncan, Tenn. King, Calif. Roush 
Dwyer King, Utah Rumsfeld 
Dyal Kirwan st·. Onge 
Edmondson Kluczynski Saylor 
Edwards, La. Krebs Schisler 
Erlenborn .Kunkel Schweiker 
Everett Langen Secrest 
Fascell · Latta Selden 
Feighan Lennon Shipley 
Fisher Lipscomb Shriver 
Fogarty Long, Md. Sikes 
Fountain Love Sisk 
Frellnghuysen McClory Skubitz 
Fulton, Pa. McCulloch Slack 
Fuqua McDade Smith, Calif. 
Gathings McFall Smith, Iowa 
Gettys McGrath Smith, Va. 
Giaimo McMillan Springer 
Gibbons MacGregor Staggers 
Gray Machen Stanton 
Green, Pa. Madden Steed 
Greigg Mahon Stubblefield 
Griffiths Mailliard Sullivan 
Gross Marsh Taylor 
Hagan, Ga. Martin, Nebr. Teague, Calif. 
Hagen, Calif. Matthews Thomson, Wis. 
Haley Michel Trimble 
Hall Miller Tuck 
Halleck Mills Tunney 
Hamilton Minish ffilman 
Hanley Minshall Utt 
Hanna Mize Vanik , 
Hansen, Idaho Monagan Waggonner· 

· Hansen, Iowa Moore Walker, N.Mex. 
Hardy Morgan Watson 
Harsha Morris Watts 
Harvey, Mich. Murphy, Til. Whalley 
Hays Natcher White, Tex. 
Hebert Nelsen Whitener 
Hechler O'Brien Whitten 
Henderson O'Neal, Ga. Widnall 
Herlong Ottinger Wright 
Holifield Passman Young 
Holland Patman .Younger 
Hosmer Patten 
Hull Pepper 

NOT VOTING-141 
Adams Findley Mathias 
Andrews, Fino Meeds 

Glenn Flood Moeller 
Andrews, Flynt Moorhead 

N.Dak. Ford, Gerald R. Morrison 
Ayres Ford, Moss 
Bandstra William D. · Multer 
Baring Fraser Murphy, N.Y. 
Blatnik Friedel Murray 
Bolling ;Fulton, Tenn. Nix 
Bradexr.as Gallagher O'Konski 
Cahill Garmatz Qlsen, Mont. 
Callaway Grabowski Olson, Minn. 
Cameron Grider O'Neill, Mass. 
Celler Gurney Philbin 
Clawson, Del Halpern Pickle 
Clevenger Hansen, Wash. Poage 
Cohelan Harvey, Ind. Pucinski 
Conyers Helstpsk.l Purcell 
Corbett Hicks Randall 
Corman Howard Resnick 
Craley Huot · Rhodes, Ariz. 
cra.mer Irwin Rivers, Alaska 
curtin . Jennings Rivers, S.C. 
curtis King, N.Y. Robison 
Davis, Ga. Kornegay Rodino 
Delaney Kupferinfl.n Rogers; Tex·. 
Dickinson Laird Ronan 
Diggs Landrum Rooney, N.Y. 
Donohue Long, La. ' Roone1', Pa. 
Dorn McCarthy Rostenkowskt 
Dow McDowell Roudebush 
Edwards, Ala. ·McEwen Roybal 
Evans, Colo. , McVi.cker . Satterfield 
Evins, Tenn. Macdonald St Germain 
Fallon Mackay Scott · 
Farbstein Mackie Senner 
Farnsley Martin, Ala. Sickles 
Farnum Martin, M~. , Stalbaum ·· l' 

' "' 
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Stephens Tuten 
Stratton Udall 
Sweeney Van Deerlin 

W1111s 
Wilson, Bob 
Wilson, 

Talcott Vigorito Charles H. 
Teague, Tex. Vivian 
Thomas W,a.lker, Miss. 
Thompson, Tex.Watkins 
Todd Weltner 

Wolff 
Wyatt 
Wydler 
Zablocki 

Toll White, Idaho 
Tupper Williams 

So the motion to recommit was re
jected. 

The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 

Mr. Rooney of New York with Mr. Gerald 
R. Ford. 

Mr. Delaney with Mr. King of New York. 
Mr. Kornegay with Mr. Roudebush. 
Mr. Cohelan with Mr. Ayres. 
Mr. Murphy of New York with Mr~ Cahill. 
Mr. Meeds with Mr. Talcott. 
Mr. Philbin with Mr. Bob Wilson. 
Mr. Multer with Mr. Martin of Massachu-

setts. 
Mr. Farbstein with Mr. Halpern. 
Mr. Donohue with Mr. Curtis. 
Mr. Poage with Mr. Andrews of North 

Dakota. " 
Mr. O'Nelll of Massachusetts with Mr. 

Rhodes of Arizona. 
Mr. Wolff with Mr. Mathias. 
Mr. Macdonald with Mr. Harvey of Indiana. 
Mr. Jennings with Mr. Edwards of Ala-

bama. 
Mr. Howard · with Mr. Corbett. 
Mr. Rogers of Texas with Mr. Glenn 

Andrews. 
Mr. Rodino with Mr. O'Konskl. 
Mr. St Germain with Mr. Robison. 
Mr. Dow with Mr. Callaway. 
Mr. Evins of Tennessee with Mr. Gurney. 
Mr. Roybal with Mr. Fino. • 
Mr. Corman with Mr. Del Clawson. 
Mr. Cameron with Mr. Curtin. 
Mr. Garmatz with Mr. Laird. 
Mr. Flynt with Mr. Martin of Alabama. 
Mr. Fallon with Mr. Tupper. 
Mr. Celler with Mr. McEwen. 
Mr. Friedel with Mr. Wydler. 
Mr. Thompson of Texas with Mr. Dickin-

1011. 
Mr. Udall with Mr. Cramer. 
Mr. White of Idaho with Mr. Findley. 
Mr. Williams with Mr. Walker of Missis-

sippi. ~ , 
Mr. Van Deerlln with Mr. Wyatt. 
Mr. Sweeney with Mr. Watkins. 
Mr. McCarthy with Mr. Kupferman. 
Mr. Long of Louisiana with Mr. Stratton. 
Mr. Landrum ~th Mr. Clevenger. 
Mr. Brademas with Mr. Satterfield. 
Mr. Rostenkowslt1 with Mr. Senner. 
Mr. Sickles with Mr. Mackay. 
Mr. Moeller with Mr. Diggs. 
Mr. Olson ~ of Montana with Mr. Nix. 
Mr. Tuten with Mr. McDowell. 
Mr. McVicker with Mr. Moorhead. 
Mr. Morrison with Mr. Moss. 
Mr. Jarman wiih Mr. Flood. 
Mr. Wllliam D. Ford with Mr. Fulton o! 

Tennessee. 
Mr. Puc1nsk1 with ·Mr. Randall. 
Mr. Resnick with Mrs; Bansen of Wash-

ington. 
Mr. ·Grabowslt1 with Mr. Grider. 
Mr. Gallagher with Mr. Fraser. 
Mr. Evans with Mr. Farnsley. 
Mr. Pickle with Mr. Purcell. 
Mr. Rivers o! Alaska wf,th Mr. Zablocki. 
Mr. Charles H. Wilson with Mr. Rivers of 

South Carolina. 
Mr. Baring with Mr. Blatnik. 
Mr. Bandstra with Mr. Adams. 
Mr. Helstoslt1 with Mr. Hicks. 
Mr. Irwin with Mr. Huot. 
Mr. Stalbaum with Mr. Stephens. 
Mr. Dom with Mr. Mackle. 
Mr. Weltner with Mr. Wlllls. 
Mr. Teague of Texas with Mr. Craley. 
Mr. Toll with Mr.cConyers. 
Mr. Ronan with Mr. Vivian. 

Mr. Olsen of Minnesota with Mr. Scott. 
Mr. Rooney of Pennsylvania with Mr. 

Murray. 

Mr. CLEVELAND and Mr. CONTE 
changed their vote from "nay" to "yea." 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania changed 
his vote from "yea" to "nay." 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The doors were opened. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the passage of the bill. 
Mr~ HAYS. Mr. Speaker, on that I 

demand the yeas and nays. . 
'l'he yeas and hays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there 

were-yeas 249, nays 44, not voting 139, 
as follows: 

[Roll No. 235] 
YEA8-249 

Abbitt Dyal McM1llan 
Abernethy Edmondson Machen 
Adair Erlenborn Madden 
Addabbo ljlverett Mahon 
Albert Fascell Mailliard 
Anderson, Til. Feighan Marsh 
Anderson, Fisher Martin, Nebr. 

Tenn. Fogarty Matthews 
·Andrews, Fountain May 

George W. Frelinghuysen Michel 
Annunzlo Fulton, Pa. M1ller 
Arends FUqua Mills 
Ashbrook Gathings Minish 
Ashley Gettys Minshall 
Ashmore Giaimo Mize 
Aspinall Gibbons Monagan 
Barrett Gray Moore 
Bates Green, Pa. Morgan 
Battin Greigg Morris 
Beckworth Gr11Dths Murphy, Ill. 
Belcher Gross Natcher 
Bell Grover Nelsen 
Bennett Hagan, Ga. O'Brien 
Berry Hagen, Calif. O'Neal, Ga. 
Betts Haley Ottinger 
Boggs Hall Passman 
Boland Halleck Patman 
Bolton Hamilton Patten 
Bow Hanley Pelly 
Bray Hanna Pepper 
Brock Hansen, Idaho Perkins 
Brooks Hansen, Iowa Pike 
Broomfield Hardy Pirnle 
Brown, Clal'- Harsha Poff 

ence J., Jr. Harvey, Mich. Pool 
Broyhill, N.C. Hays Price 
Broyhlli, Va. H6bert Qu1llen 
Buchanan Hechler Race 
Burke Henderson Redlin 
Burleson Herlong Reid, m. 
Burton, Utah Holifield Reifel 
Byrne, Pa. Holland Reinecke 
Byrnes, Wis. Hosmer Rhodes. Pa. 
Cabell Hull Roberts 
Callan Hungate Rogers, Colo. 
Carey Hutchinson Rogers, Fla. 
carter !chord Roncalio 
Casey · Jarman Roush 
Cederberg Joelson Rumsfeld 
Chamberlain Johnson, C'alif. St. Onge 
Chelf Johnson, Okla. Saylor 
Clancy Johnson, Pa. Schisler 
Clark Jonas Schmidhauser 
Clausen, Jones, Ala. Schweiker 

Don H. , Jones, Mo. Secrest 
Cleveland Jones, N.C. Selden 
Comer Karsten Shipley 
Colmer Kee Shriver 
COnte Keith Sikes 
Cooley Kelly Sisk 
Corbett Keogh Skubitz 
Cunningham King, Calif. Slack 
Daddario King, Utah Smith, Calif. 
Dague Kirwan Smith, Iowa 
Daniels Kluczynslt1 Smith, va. 
Davis, Wis. Krebs Springer 
Dawson . Kunkel Stafford 
de la Garza Langen Staggers 
Dent Latta Stanton 
Denton Lennon Steed 
Derwinski Lipscomb Stubblefield 
Devine Long, Md. Sullivan 
Dingeli Love Talcott 
Dole McClory Taylor 
Dowdy McCulloch Teague, Call!. 
Dulski McDade Teague, Tex. 
Duncan, Tenn. McFall Tenzer 
Dwyer McGrath Thomson, Wis. 

Trimble 
Tuck 
Tunney 
Udall 
Ullman 
Utt 
Vanlk 

Waggonner Whitten 
Walker, N.Mex. Widnall 
Watson Wright 
Watts Young 
Whalley Younger 
White, Tex. 
Whitener 

NAY8-44 
Bingham Hathaway 
Brown, Calif. Hawkins 
Burton, Calif. Horton 
COnable Jacobs 
Culver Karth 
Duncan, Oreg. Kastenmeier 
Edwards, Calif. Leggett 
Ellsworth MacGregor 
Foley Matsunaga 
Gilbert Mink 
Gilllgan Morse 
Gonzalez Morton 
Goodell Mosher 
Green, Oreg. Nedzi 
Gubser O'Hara, m. 

O'Hara, Mich. 
Powell 
Quie 
Rees 
Reid, N.Y. 
Reuss 
Rosenthal 
Ryan 
Scheuer 
Schnee bell 
Smith, N.Y. 
Thompson, N.J. 
Waldie 
Yates 

NOT VOTING-139 
Adams Friedel 
Andrews, Fulton, Tenn. 

Glenn Gallagher 
Andrews, Garmatz 

N.Dak. Grabowski 
Ayres Grider 
Bandstra. Gutrtey 
Baring Halpern 
Blatnik Hansen, Wash. 
Boll1ng Harvey, Ind. 
Brademas Helstoski 
Cah111 Hicks 
callaway Howard 
Cameron Huot: 
Celler Irwin 
Cia wson, Del Jennings 
Clevenger King, N.Y. 
Cohelan Kornegay 
Conyers Kupferman 
Corman .Laird 
Craley Landrum 
Cramer Long, La. 
Curtin McCarthy 
Curtis McDowell 
Davis, Ga. McEwen 
Delaney McVicker 
Dickinson Macdonald 
Diggs Mackay 
Donohue Mackie 
Dorn · Martin, Ala. 
Dow Martin, Mass. 
Downing Mathias 
Edwards, Ala. Meeds 
Edwards, La. Moeller 
Evans, Colo. Moorhead 
Evins, Tenn. Morrison 
Fallon Moss 
Farbsteln Multer 
Farnsley Murphy, N.Y. 
Farnum Murray 
Findley Nix 
Fino O'Konski 
Flood Olsen, Mont. 
Flynt Olson, Minn. 
Ford, Gerald R. O'Ne111, Mass. 
Ford, Philbin 

Willlam D. Pickle 
Fraser Poage 

So the bill was passed. 
The Clerk announced 

pairs: 

Pucinskl 
Purcell 
Randall 
Resnick 
Rhodes, Ariz. 
Rivers, Alaska 
Rivers, S.C. 
Robison 
Rodino 
Rogers, Tex. 
Ronan 
Rooney, N.Y. 
Rooney, Pa. 
Rostenkowslt1 
Roudebush 
Roybal 
Satterfield 
StGermain 
Scott 
Senner 
Sickles 
Stalbaum 
Stephens 
Stratton 
Sweeney 
Thomas 
Thompson, Tex. 
Todd 
Toll 
Tupper 
Tuten 
VanDeerlln 
Vigorito 
Vivian 
Walker, Miss. 
Watltlns 
Weltner 
White, Idaho 
Williams 
Willis 
Wilson, Bob 
Wilson, 

Charles H. 
Wolff 
Wyatt 
Wydler 
Zablocki 

the following 

Mr. Rooney of New York with Mr. Gerald 
R.Ford. 

Mr. Delaney with Mr. Martin ot Ma~ 
chusetts. 

Mr. Celler with Mr. Laird. 
Mr. Stratton with Mr. Rhodes of Arizona. 
Mr. Rivers of Alaska with Mr. Cramer. 
Mr. Multer with Mr. Fino. 
Mrs. Hansen of Washington with Mr. Har

vey o:t Indiana. 
Mr. Evins of Tennesesee with Mr. King of 

New York. · 
Mr. Farbstein with Mr. Ayres. 
Mr. Rodino with Mr. Cahlll. 
Mr. Sickles with Mr. Tupper. 
Mr. Howard with Mr. Wydler. 
Mr. Resnick with Mr. Mathias. 
Mr. Donohue with' Mr. Curtis. 
Mr. Phllbin with Mr. Del Clawson. 
Mr. Helstoski with Mr. Glenn Andrews. 
Mr. MacDonald with Mr. O'Konsk1 
Mr. Brademas with Mr. McEwen. 
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Mr. Bandstra with Mr. Kupferman. 

·Mr. Baring with Mr. Findley. 
Mr. Jennings with Mr. Gurney. 
Mr. Blatnik with Mr. Curtin. 
Mr. Rostenkowski with Mr. Andrews of 

North Dakota. 
Mr. Senner with Mr. callaway. 
Mr. Wolff with Mr. Robison. 
Mr. Mackay with Mr. Roudebush. 
Mr. Downing with Mr. Watkins. 
Mr. Dow with Mr. Martin of Alabama. 
Mr. Cameron with Mr. Halpern. 
Mr. Adams with Mr. Edwards of Alabama. 
Mr. Hicks with Mr. Walker of Mississippi. 
Mr. Huot with Mr. Dickinson. 
Mr. Cohelan with Mr. Wyatt. 
Mr. Corman with Mr. Bob Wilson. 
Mr. Clevenger with Mr. Conyers. · 
Mr. Davis of Georgia with Mr. Long of 

Louisiana. 
Mr. White of Idaho with Mr. Vivian. 
Mr. Meeds with Mr. Diggs. 
Mr. Kornegay with Mr. McCarthy. 
Mr. McDowell with Mr. Zablocki. 
Mr. Charles H. Wilson with Mr. Vigorito. 
Mr. Weltner with Mr. Van Deerlln. 
Mr. Tuten with Mr. Todd. 
Mr. Thompson of Texas with Mr. Evans of 

Colorado. 
Mr. Flynt with Mr. Friedel. 
Mr. Gallagher with Mr. Nix. 
Mr. Garmatz with Mr. Murphy of New 

York. · 
Mr. Fallon with Mr. Moeller. 
Mr. Moorhead with Mr. Wlllls. 
Mr. W111iams with Mr. Sweeney. 
Mr. Stephens with Mr. Moss. 
Mr. O'Neill of Massachusetts wit~ Mr. OJ.aen 

of Montana. 
Mr. Grider with Mr. Grabowski. 
Mr. Fraser with·Mr.'Flood. 
Mr. Farnum with Mr. Mackie. 
Mr. Stalbaum with Mrs. Thomas. 
Mr. StGermain with Mr. Roybal. 
Mr. Satterfield with Mr. Irwin. 
Mr. Craley with Mr. Dorn. 
Mr. Edwards of Louisiana with Mr. Wllllam 

D. Ford. 
Mr. Rivers of South Carolina with Mr. Ran-

dall. 
Mr. Purcell with Mr. Pucinskl. 
Mr. Pickle with Mr. Olson of Minnesota.. 
Mr. Rooney of Pennsylvania with Mr. 

Ronan. 
Mr. Rogers of Texas with Mr. McVicker. 
Mr. Landrum with Mr. Morrison. 
Mr. Scott with Mr. Toll. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
"A bill to prohibit the intimidation, co
ercion, or annoyance of a person officiat
ing at or attending a religious service 
or ceremony in a church in the District 
of Columbia.'' 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND 
Mr. SISK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent that all Members desiring 
to do so may have 5 legislative days L."l 
which to revise and extend their remarks 
on the bill just passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Call
fornia? 

There was no objection. 

PLEA FOR PEACE, QUIET, LAW AND 
ORDER IN THIS NATION 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous conserit to address the House 

for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, on 

numerous occasions in the last year or so 
speeches have been made on the floor of 
this House which actually gave encour
agement to marching in the streets of 
this Nation. Similar speeches were made 
in the other body and the same have been 
made at various points over the country 
by Representatives, Senators, Cabinet 
officers, the Vice President, President, 
and others high in political circles with
in both political parties. 

It is well known that these marches 
have been disorderly, inciting, and have 
in numerous instances led to violence and 
riots. 

The Nation will recall, yes, it will never 
forget, a nocturnal joint session of this 
Congress which was convened about 9 
o'clock in the evening, long after dark, 
and at an hour to assure the speaker of 
the occasion, the President of the United 
States, the widest possible viewing and 
listening audience. Every · ounce of 
drama imaginable was packed into this 
rare and unusual spectacle. It was an 
extravaganza extraordinary which not 
even the late and great showman, P. T. 
Barnum, could have staged at the height 
of his great imagination. 

Incidentally, there were many vacant 
seats in the Chamber but House em
ployees and page boys were rapidly 
ushered to these vacancies so as as give 
the impression that the speech was be
ing rendered to a packed House. 

In his dramatic speech the President 
picked up the cudgel of the Selma 
marchers, and inspired them and others 
on by adopting their slogan and fight 
song, "We Shall Overcome." Who will 
ever forget it. And who will ever forget 
what it has led us to. 

Mr. Speaker, so long as the marches 
·were confined to Selma, Jackson, little 
Grenada, or some other Deep South point 
they were "all right." 

But now, Mr. Speaker, ·the marchers 
.have turned north, east, and west. It is 
different now. And the tune of the 
speakers is also different. Member after 
Member from these eastern, northern, 
and western areas are now complaining. 
They are pleading for self-discipline; so 
are their constituents. The shoe is on 
another foot. It is beginning to pinch; 
and it hurts. 

The President, himself, is taking quite 
a different view from that which he took 
on that memorable night of March 15, 
1965. Since then things have gotten out 
of control. And, the President is show
ing some concern. He made a bleeding
heart appeal this past weekend for the 
marchers to be nice. The headlines in 
yesterday's paper read, "Johnson Says 
America Needs Strong Dose of Self
Discipline." 

But the marchers and demonstrators 
paid him. no mind. Yesterday and last 
night after his appeal there were no less 
than three marches in the Nation 
marked by violence-the throwing of 
rocks and sticks and bottles, the destruc-

tion of private and public property, and 
the shedding of blood. As I understand, 
one of these marches was in direct con
flict with a solemn "no marching" order 
of a court of law. It was led by the man 
whom J . . Edgar Hoover said was the Na
tion's biggest liar, an accusation he has 
never retracted. This same man is still a 
welcome and frequent.visitor to the White 
House and has what amounts to a "hot
line" to the office of the Attorney General. 

The radio and newspapers of this 
morning did not give use too much detail 
of the marching and rioting of last night. 
The incidents were hidden deeply in the 
inner pages and only slightly referred to 
near the conclusions of the newscasts. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if these incidents had 
happened in little Grenada or in Selma, 
Jackson, Bogalusa, or in some other Deep 
South point, the newscasters and re
porters would be enjoying themselves to 
the utmost. And·even some Members of 
this body would be on their feet making 
their speeches of old, and others would 
be flying off for the Deep South. 

Mr. Speaker, it is so accurate to say 
that when one sows the wind, he reaps a 
whirlwind. A wind was sown in this 
Chamber on the night of March 15, 1965; 
other winds have been sown by others 
to whom I have referred. Now they are 
reaping the whirlwind. And although 
we are supposed to be a land of law and 
order, we are becoming the laughing
stock of the civilized world. 

I would like to make a suggestion, Mr. 
Speaker. I make it in all sincerity.. I 
make it without any design to be critical 
or to belittle or to degrade. I make it 
with the hope it might help bring peace 
and quiet to our land. 

I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that our Presi
dent again ask the Congress to meet in a 
joint session-not tomorrow, nor the 
next day., nor the next, but tonight, and 
accord him the privilege and opportunity 
of urging that thete be peace, quiet, law 
and order in this Natio~. 

AFRICAN STUDENTS AND STUDY 
PROGRAMS 

Mr. O'HARA of Dlinois. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex
tend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
lllinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. O'HARA of lllinois. Mr. Speaker, 

a year ago last Thursday, the Subcom
mittee on Africa, Conimittee on Foreign 
Affairs of which I have the honor to be 
chairman, published a report, "African 
Students and Study Programs in the 
United States," which dealt with the 
educational needs of African students in 
the United States. . 

The subcommittee received testimony 
from noted educators, and other author
ities in the private sector, and Govern
ment witnesses concerned with African 
education. It was the subcommittee's 
hope that the views contained in the re
port and reflected in the hearings would 
provide a basis for improving guidance 
of African students now in the United 
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States or coming to the United States, 
in promoting better planning of future 
programs and in stimulating further re
search on this very significant subject. 

I recently queried the Department of 
State on the steps taken to implement 
the recommendations of the subcommit
tee and last week received the following 
reply. · 

While the steps taken to date are mod
est ones, I am happy to note that a be
ginning has been made. 
Hon. BARRATI' O'HARA, 
House of Representatives. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN O'HARA; This letter is 
in reference to the final recommendation on 
page 11 of the Report and Hearings of the 
Subcommittee on Africa of the House of 
Representatives Committee on Foreign Af
fairs on African Students and Study Pro
grams in the United States. 

The Office of African Programs, Bureau of 
Educational and Cultural Affairs of the De
partment of State, the Office . of Education, 
and the Agency for International Develop
ment have taken steps to implement this 
recommendation of the Subcommittee. 

In the present fiscal year, the Office of 
Education, the agency responsible for the 
use of funds authorized for the purpose cited 
in section 102(b) (6) of the Fulbright-Hays 
Act, plans to make 40 grants available to 
foreign area and language specialists from 
all over the world for the promotion of 
modern foreign language training and area 
studies in United States schools, colleges, 
and universities. This represents a sizable 
increase over the 15 grants which were of
fered during each of the two previous years. 
The pr;ojection for fiscal year 1968 is for 100 
grants. The unit cost for each grant is cal
culated to be approximately $12,000 which 
would cover international transportation 
and stipend. A detailed description of this 
program administered by the Office of Edu
cation is enclosed (see Tab 1). 

This aspect of the use of funds allocated 
under section 102(b) (6) of the Fulbright
Hays Act will undoubtedly meet some of the 
needs cited by Gwendolen Carter, James 
Coleman and Geza Grosschmid in their 
testimonies in the hearings of the Subcom
~ittee. It will afford increased opportuni
ties for American. institutions involved in 
area studies and language training programs 
to recommend and advise the Office of Edu
cation in the recruitment of foreign scholars 
to strengthen such programs. There are no 
restrictions as to the source and location of 
candidates for these grants. Thus, a direc
tor of an African studies program at an 
American university might nominate an 
African scholar studying in the United States 
for one of these grants which would enable 
the scholar to join the staff of the African 
studies program at practically no expense to 
the university. 

The Department of State's own educational 
and cultural exchange program which ad
ministers other sections of the . Fulbright
Hays Act is also contributing to the 
strengthening of African studies programs 
in the U.s·. and at the same time providing 
training for African students which will 
equip them for teaching positions in African 
institutions. . I am enclosing a partial list 
of s~udents and spec.ialists in the African 
studies field currently sponsored by the 
Office of African Programs of the Bureau of 
Educational and Cultural Affairs (see Tab 2). 

Several other issues are touched upon- in 
the ·excerpts of the testimonies by the dis
tinguished witnesses which led to the Sub
committee's r~commendation on page 11. 
One is the problem of aiding tlnancially
,distressed African students who came to the 
United States to study on their own re
sources or under sponsorship which proved 

to be inadequate. This is implicit Jn the 
recommendation itself. Another is the pro
vision of graduate-level and professional 
training for well-qualified African students 
destined to become staff members of the 
newly developing academic institutions in 
Africa or take up positions of responsibility 
in other fields. 

Both the Agency for International Devel
opment and the Bureau of Educational and 
Cultural Affairs are very much concerned 
with these problems and have, through the 
establishment of a staff working group, made 
coordinated efforts to meet them within the 
limits of their funds. Both agencies have 
contributed significantly to the Phelps
Stokes Fund for the emergency relief of 
African students in the United States who 
are not sponsored by the United States Gov
ernment. 

Both agencies will continue to provide 
selective higher education opportunities in 
the United States for qualified African stu
dents. The selection process reflects the 
staff working group's understanding reached 
som·e months ago on an appropriate division 
of fields of scholarship ·interest between the 
two agencies, and is designed to reduce to 
the minimum possible duplication or over
lapping of scholarship opportunities. The 
emphasis of these scholarship programs will 
shift to graduate study and related training 
in step with the planned expansion of under
graduate opportunities in Africa. 

Given the critical shortage of trained man
power in Africa, most Africans with bachelors' 
degrees earned in the United States should 
prove immediately useful to the development 
of their respective countries. AID is explor
ing new ways of encouraging African students 
to return home ·upon completion of their 
United States undergraduate education and 
already is financing a survey of all African 
students in United States higher education. 
Host governments will be provided with this 
information in order to assist them in better 
planning to meet their manpower needs. The 
objective is to stimulate the deve.lopment of 
increased home placement opportunities for 
African graduates ·upon completion of their 
college work in the United States. 

AID also has offered. to assist African gov
ernments in the development of more efficient 
placement mechanisms. One pilot effort in 
this field is particularly significant: a Kenya 
public service team, with authority to hire 
on the spot, recently visited American college 
campuses, interviewed 135 Kenyan students 
and recruited 61 of them for government jobs, 
including 20 for teaching positions. The 
team also estimated that appointments later 
would be confirmed for an additional ten of 
those interviewed. Joint financing of this 
trip came from the Government of Kenya, 
USAID/Nairobi and AID/Washington. Total 
costs of the pilot project were on the order 
of $12,500. 

If the Department can provide any addi
tional information With regard to the Sub
committee's recommendation, please let me 
know. 

Sincerely yours, 
DouGLAS MAcARTHUR II, 

Assistant Secretary for Congressional 
Relations. 

CONGRESSMAN HORTON URGES 
POSITIVE APPROACH TO POLLU
TION 
Mr. HORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks in the REcoRD and include 
extraneous material. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 
· There .was no objection. 

Mr. HORTON. Mr. Speaker, as rank
ing minority member of the Government 
Operations Subcommittee on Natural 
Resources and Power, I have developed 
an extensive familiarity with the problem 
of water pollution in this country, and 
with the approaches that have been in
voked to solve this problem. As we all 
know, water pollution, although it has 
been with us a long time, has only re
cently become a major public concern. 

Through hearings that I have partici
pated in around the country with the 
subcommittee, including a particularly 
worthwhile session in Rochester, N.Y., 
last month, I have become somewhat 
concerned that many well•meaning peo
ple who are interested in this problem are 
approaching it from a negative stand
point. I am speaking of people who are 
quick to point the finger of blame for the 
bulk of our pollution situation at a few 
large industries, and cities, who because 
of their size or location or the nature of 
their waste output, are responsible for a 
large percentage of pollution in certain 
areas. · 

While the .pollutants produced by t~ese 
large facilities are considerable, they 
should bear no more stigma than others 
in our Nation, ·who have been unwittingly 
contaminating our waterways for dec
ades. For many cities and industries, 
proper waste treatment and pollution 
control is an immensely expensive un
dertaking-one which cannot be easily 
accomplished within a short timespan. 
. I am not attempting in any way to jus

tzfy or defend the major polluters of this 
country. On the contrary, I think those 
municipalities and plants which are re
sponsible for large quantities of pollu
tant material must be among the first to 
correct and improve their waste treat
ment inadequacies. But I do not think 
these few should be pointed to as the 
s?a:pegoats of a problem for which every 
citizen bears some degree of responsibili
ity. A better way of calling attention to 
the role of cities and industries in the 
pollution fight is to grant public recogni
tion to those exercising initiative and ex
pending large sums of money in order 
to improve waste treatment facilities and 
pollution control. 

Mr. Speaker, it is precisely this kind 
of a program that I am proposing to my 
colleagues today. I am introducing a 
bill to establish a program whereby in
dustries and cities which have demon
strated excellence in pollution control 
would receive official recognition from 
the Federal Government, under regula
tions established by the Secretary of the 
Interior. Those qualifying would receive 
.a flag and certificate as evidence of this 
recognition, and would be permitted to 
display publicly and through advertising 
or broadcast the fact that they had 
earned this award. In this way, I hope 
to encourage a high level of responsibil
ity among our Nation's cities and indus
tries, and to focus public ~ttention on 
those at the forefront of the pollution 
fight on the local level and in the private 
sector. 

Surely all of us recall the recognition 
that was conferred on highly efficient 
industrial facilities during the Second 
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World War. The familiar "E" flags that 
flew over these sites were a source of re
newed morale and determination for all 
Americans during that crisis. It is my 
hope that the award program I propose 
will serve a similar purpose in the war 
against pollution of our resources. 

In a second bill I am submitting to
day, the President is authorized to pro
claim the last week in October of each 
year as Clean Water Week. This week 
could provide a focal point for anti
pollution programs in progress and for 
research which is being done under Fed
eral, State, and private auspices to im
prove our ability to remove contami
nants from urban and industrial waste 
products. Also, Clean Water Week 
would be an appropriate time to present 
awards to those industries and cities 
which have demonstrated considerable 
competence or improvement in their pol
lution control programs. 

These are two steps, neither of which 
would require any significant expendi
ture of Federal funds, which the Con
gress should take in order to harness a 
positive public attitude ·toward pollution 
abatement. The longer we continue to 
point the finger of blame at each other 
for bringing about this natural resource 
crisis, the longer our fight will be a di
vided one. We must, instead, point the 
finger of shame at our waterways, and 
at our civilization as a whole, which has 
to date failed to provide safeguards 
against this crisis. As we look into the 
murky waters .around us, we would do 
well to give credit to those who have 
taken it upon themselves to pioneer our 
fight to overcome pollution. 

The idea for a pollution recognition 
awards program was in fact born on the 
shore of a polluted bay of Lake Ontario. 
Mr. Leonard Schlee, county clerk of 
Wayne County, N.Y., discussed the con-· 
cept with me during one of the stops 
on our subcommittee's helicopter inspec
tion tour of pollution in the eastern 
Great Lakes. 

In a recent communication, Mr. Schlee 
expressed his idea for a pollution-abate
ment award program as follows: 

During the war years in order to promote 
efficiency and production various manufac
turers and producers who met certain re
quirements were awarded the "E" flag or 
pennant and flew it proudly over their plants. 
They were also allowed to display this fact 
on their stationery, advertising, and prod
ucts. Naturally the industries and their 
employees were very proud to receive this 
award, and the consumers appreciated their 
contribution toward the war effort. 

It would seem that some tangible recog
nition for industrial plants meeting the 
state's requirements regarding the disposal 
of sewage and other waste materials would 
prove an efficient aid in our fight against 
pollution of natural resources. It has been 
proven many times that conservation clubs, 
garden clubs, audubon societies, service 
clubs, 4-H clubs, and other organizations in
terested in our natural resources are a power
ful consumer group. Soon industries would 
find it to their advantage to be able to display 
their support :for the pure water campaign. 

It is his positive approach to this prob
lem which I am urging on my colleagues 

today. I hope that the House will give 
serious and prompt consideration to both 
of these proposals. · 

CONGRESSMAN HORTON LEADS SA
LUTE IN U.S. CONGRESS TO EAST 
ROCHESTER, HOME OF SENIOR 
LITTLE LEAGUE 1966 WORLD 
CHAMPIONS 
Mr. HORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute, to revise and extend my 
remarks, and to include extraneous 
matter. ~ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HORTON. Mr. Speaker, on Sat

urday, August 20, in Des Moines, Iowa, 
the 1966 world champions of the Senior 
Little League were crowned. They are 
the All-Stars of East Rochester, N.Y. 

The community these fine young men 
represented in carrying their diamond 
skill to the very pinnacle of achievement 
is located in the 36th Congressional Dis
trict, which I have the honor to repre
sent. Its more than 8,000 residents are 
people of diligence and determination. 
In fact, those qualities are enshrined not 
only in the athletic championships that 
have been brought home to East Roches
ter by her sons and daughters, but also 
by the community's ability to rally citi
zen support for programs of civic prog
ress. 

I would like to share with my col:.. 
leagues, then, a report on the All-Stars 
and how they became world champions 
and also discuss other champions from 
East Rochester. And, Mr. Speaker, with 
your permission, I shall make some per
sonal remarks about the pride I have in 
East Rochester and the men, women, 
and children who give the community its 
outstanding reputation. 

l\ Hl\PPY HISTORY 

Little League and East Rochester have 
been partners for many years. As a mat
ter of fact, East Rochester fielded in 1950 
one of the very first Little League teams 
in New York State. 

The quality of the young men who 
play Little League baseball in East Roch
ester and of the adults who so freely give 
their time and talents to all aspects of 
coaching and adminis·tration is told in 
the record books. 

In the East Rochester Little League 
major league, which is open to boys age 9 
through 12, East Rochester has won the 
District 5 championship 5 out of the last 
7 years. In 1963, these Little Leaguers 
not only won in the district and section, 
but went to the semifinals of the New 
York State Little League playoffs. And, 
it was in 1965 as well as 1963 that East 
Rochester Little Leaguers captured the 
Section I championship. 

The Senior Little Leaguers of East 
Rochester, this year's world champions, 
have an equally illustrious history. This 
division was started in East Rochester in 
1960. It is open to boys age 13 through 
15. Last year the All-Stars from the 

Senior Little League went all the way to 
the New York State finals, and they came 
home with the State championship. 

Of course, Mr. Speaker, this year, 1966, 
was the "year that was." 

STAmWAY TO THE STARS 

After the regular Little League season, 
14 boys were selected from the 60 Senior 
Little Leaguers who made up the 4 
teams of this division. They were the 
All-Stars, and at this point in the REc
ORD, I take pleasure in naming each of 
these world champions and his parents: 

Dean Becker, son of Mr. and Mrs .. Dean 
Becker. 

Larry and Ross Brothers, sons of Mr. 
and Mrs. Jacques Brothers. 

James Carli, son of Mr. and Mrs. Fred 
Carli. 

Vince Carrozzi, son of Mr. and Mrs. 
Dom Carrozzi. 

David Consaul, son of Mr. and Mrs. 
James Consaul. 

Paul Duffy, son of Dr. and Mrs. Paul 
Duffy. 

Mark Florack, son of Mrs. Ruth E. 
Florack. 

Richard Herb, son of Mrs. Leona Herb. 
Richard Joseph, son of Mr. and Mrs. 

George Joseph. 
John Kokinda. son of Mr. and Mrs. 

John Kokinda. 
Bill Kreger, son of Mr. and Mrs. Wil

liam Kreger. 
Brian Manns, son of Mr. and Mrs. 

Ernest Manns. 
Joseph Toomey, son of Mr. and Mrs. 

Joseph Toomey. 
Mr. Speaker, at this point, I also would 

like to recognize in my remarks the 
manager of the East Rochester Senior 
Little League All-Stars. He is Jacques 
Brothers. And his pride in the All
Stars world championship is made even 
more meaningful by the fact that two of 
his sons were players on the champion
ship team. 

Equally deserving of praise is the coach 
of the All-Stars, another man who 
has devoted his time and effort so will
ingly, Mr. Lionel Courtemanche. 

These All-Stars began their climb to 
greatness with competition in District 5 
of the Little League in New York State. 
In the semiflnals they took a 9 to 3 victory 
over Penfield and then met Canandaigua 
in the finals. The score was 9 to 1. 

Next it was playoff action in Section I. 
First, the East Rochester All-Stars met 
and defeated Burlington, Vt., 14 to 2, in 
the semifinals. In the finals~ pitcher Bill 
Kreger went to the mound for his only 
playoff appearance an~ hurled a no-hit, 
no-run game while his teammates were 
crossing the plate six times against 
Buffalo. 

At the State playoffs, East Rochester 
drew a bye in the semifinals and then met 
Massapequa for the State championship. 
This was their tightest game, but they 
made it with a 3 to·2 final score. 

Now in the upper echelons of cham
pionship play, East Rochester overcame 
Rhode Island, 8 to 2, in the semifinals of 
regional play at New London, Conn. A 
shutout, 6 to 0, gave East Rochester the 
regional championship over Plymouth .. 
Pa. 
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The moment of truth was at hand. 
The scene shifted to Des Moines, Iowa, 
and the world championship. East 
Rochester first met Monterey, Mexico, in 
the quarter finals. Another shutout, 6 
to 0, moved East Rochester into the semi
finals and a game with Canada where the 
All-Stars came out on top, 5 to 3. 

At the end of the long road was last 
- Saturday's game for the world cham
pionship, and it was East Rochester ver
sus La Habra, Calif. When it ended after 
the seven regulation innings of Little 
League · play, the All-Stars of East 
Rochester emerged as world champions 
of the Senior Little League on the 
strength of their 4 to 2 victory. 

COMING HOME 

Of course, the news media quickly 
communicated the word, and, throughout 
East Rochester and beyond, an electric 
feeling could be felt in the air. The boys 
had done it. 

The welcome accorded the returning 
victors was the finest and most sincere I 
ever have seen. It began with more than 
a thousand people yesterday afternoon 
at the Rochester-Monroe County Air
port. 

East Rochester Village Mayor Paul N. 
Bower, :jMonroe County Sheriff Albert 
Skinner, and I were at the airport to 
greet the team and express the official 
thanks of the community for bringing 
:so much glory to East Rochester. 

After this welcome, a caravan of at 
least 500 cars left the airf)ort, providing 
-a triumphal escort to the community of 
East Rochester where it had all begun. 

Somewhere between 8,000 and 10,000 
villagers were on hand-no one can say 
for certain because the excitement and 
-enthusiasm made an accurate count im-
possible. , 

There was a band and a drum-and
bugle corps. There were village of East 
Rochester officials. There were parents, 
brothers, sisters, cousins, uncles, aunts, 
and others of good will who came out to 
say "well done." 

I was honored to take part, and I 
pledged that my first order of business 
on returning to the House of Representa
tives today would be this salute to the 
All-Stars and the great community of 
East Rochester which they represented 
in victory. 

THE MEN AND WOMEN 

Mr. Speaker, probably the only sure 
way to recognize all those who helped 
make this world championship possible 
would be to name every citizen of East 
Rochester. Of course, since that is not 
possible, I would like to include the 
names of those in an official capacity who 
are associated with the All-Stars. 

There is Frank Lanning, president of 
the East Rochester Little League. He 
and his co-volunteers are responsible not 
only for the 60 boys who played in this 
year's Senior Little League division of 4 
teams, but also the major league of Lit
tle League with 8 teams of 120 boys, and 
the minor league of Little League with 
10 teams of 150 boys. 

Frank has an outstanding group of 
men and women working with him. 
George Joseph is vice president, Mrs. 
Marie Neumann is treasurer, and Mrs. 
Ellie Kopp is secretary. 

Dick Skuse is director of the Senior 
League, and worked endlessly to shep
herd the All-Stars from victory to vic
tory. Director of the major league Lit
tle League is Peter Quinzi. It is .to Pete 
that I am deeply indebted for so much 
of the history I have been able to re
count for my House c101leagues on how 
the All-Stars went on to the world cham
pionship. Pete is East Rochester's 
superintendent of public works. His 
Little League activittes are many and 
ambitious, for in .addition to being a di
rector on the executive board, he heads 
the banquet and finance committees. 

Alsq helping Frank Lanning with his 
Little League administration are Dom 
Carrozzi, player agent; and John Pardee, 
board director at large. Past officers of 
East Rochester Little League presently 
serving on the advisory staff are Alfred 
Goodwin, Nick Urzetta, and Herb 
Corkish .. 

Village officials also were very much a 
part of the continuing inspiration given 
to the All-Stars. In addition to Mayor 
Bower, I want to salute Vice Mayor Louis 
Providence and Trustees Nicholas Ur
zetta, Nicholas J. Palermo, and Lawrance 
D. Clark, Jr. Village Clerk Frances R. 
Cimicatta, Police Justice Nicholas 
Morabito, and Chief of Police Vincent 
Kreyer also have earned the gratitude of 
their fellow East Rochesterians. 

Also, credit must be given to the local 
school officials who have given aid and 
support to this team, in particular, the 
members of the school board, Mark· Har
loff, David Topp, Mrs. Jean Doremus, and 
Ronald Spring. Additionally, much sup
port and encouagement came from Louis 
O'Bourn, superintendent of schools; 
Frank O'Donnell, principal of the high 
school; and Nicholas Verzella, principal 
of the junior high school. 

A special word of tribute belongs to 
Fire Chief Robert Bagley, his men and 
the ladies' auxiliary. At yesterday's wel
come in East Rochester for the All-Stars~ 
the fire department provided an official 
escort and honor guard. It was an im
pressive sight ·to witness these fire
fight'ers in their full dress, showing the 
community's appreciation and approval. 
The fire department sponsors a Little 
League team and has fed the champion 
All-Stars on two occasions after their 
return from victories. 

Therefore, I want to give credit to 
various officials in the fire department 
who, in addition to Chief Bagley, have 
made this activity possible. I first want 
to salute the elected officers of the de
partment: Leamon Williams, president; 
Bob Connolly, vice president; Walt 
Brewer, secretary; Earl Bechard, treas
urer. Praise should also be given to the 
work of Frank King, first assistant fire 
chief, and Ed Van Thorn, second assist
ant fire chief. All of these individuals 
deserve a vote of thanks for the support 
they have given to the East Rochester 
Little Leaguers. 

I also want to note the parents who 
gave their enthusiastic backing to the 
All-Stars. Some 10 carloads of people 
from East Rochester traveled to Des 
Moines for the games and then shortly 
after the All-Stars had won the final 
game, these 50 people immediately left 

by car, drove all night and were present 
Sunday afternoon to join in the welcome 
:for the team when it arrived by plane at 
the airport. No finer expression of 
family feeling can be found, in my 
opinion. 

There are many others, Mr. Speaker, 
whom I would like to mention such as 
Tom Winfree and his very capable civil 
defense organization. His crews were 
very helpful in yesterday's welcome. 
Also, I know East Rochester is especial
ly thankful to the newspapers, television, 
and radio for the fine news coverage 
given to the All-Stars. But, because 
there is not time to include everybody, 
I want my colleagues to know that every
body in East Rochester was part of this 
great event. 

HOME OF CHAMPIONS 

With this new championship in East 
Rochester, there is more reason than ever 
to award the village the title, "Home of 
Champions." 

Golfers will recall that East Rochester 
gave the Nation Sam Urzetta, winner of 
the National Amateur and member of 
two Walker Ctlp teams, and Mike Fer
entz, holder of the·National Public Links 
Crown in 1948. Jack Dianetti, the great 
track star, was an East Rochesterian, as 
was Arthur Ritchie, former State 440 
champ. The 1951 National Peterson 
Classic in bowling was rolled by East 
Rochester's Johnny Quinzi, brother of 
Pete Quinzi whom I mentioned a few 
mo·ments ago. I also want to note that 
one of the young men now at West Point 
as the result of his success in competing 
for one of my service academy appoint
ments, Ken Rice, was a standout athlete 
at East Rochester High School and has 
been a welcome addition to athletic 
teams at the U.S. Military Academy. 

The athletic teams of the East Roches
·ter High School have long been highly 
respected for their sportsmanship and 
their winning ways. Perhaps the most 
telling example of their consistent high 
performance is the' fact that the basket
ball team has participated ln. post-season 
Section 5 tournament play in 19 of the 
past 2'3 years and has been victorious in 
7 of these competitions. 

EAST ROCHESTER-AN HONOR TO REPRESENT 

My personal pride in East Rochester 
grows not alone from the All-Stars and 
their world championship, the other 
great athletes who have brought fame 
to the oommunity, and the character of 
its officials and civil leaders; it also re
lates to the fine sense of good citizen
ship which is so much a part of its people. 

One illustration of this feeling is to 
be found in the way in which the com
munity put together all its resources a 
few years ago when it faced the loss of 
one of its major industries: the car shops. 
I worked closely with the men and wom
en who led this fight. It was uphill 
all the way, but somehow we ~new the 
decision could be reversed and the car 
shops would stay open. We were suc
cessful and the economy of East Roch
ester and its people is healthy today. 

There is a lesson for other communi
ties in the story of East Rochester. It 
ls' that champions are made not born. 
The All-Stars have a world crown today 
because they worked hard to win. East 
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Rochester will continue to grow and eign demand, USDA officials should be 
prosper tomorrow because its people expected to cooperate with him-not 
know how to achieve victory no matter conspire against him. 
what the contest. 

WHEAT PRODUCERS NEED 
ASSURANCES 

Mr. DOLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to address the House for 
1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Kansas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DOLE. Mr. Speaker, most wheat 

producers feel that the recent 32 percent 
wheat acreage increase for 1967 is no 
guarantee of greater profits. If the price 
drops, they say, it will be the wheat pro
ducer who takes the risk and plants ad
ditional acres at great expense, who will 
stand to lose money. 

In my opinion, secretary Freeman 
should assure farmers here and now that 
there will be no efforts by the U.S. De
partment of Agriculture to control the 
market price. There should be no 
"dumping" stocks of wheat held by Com
modity Credit Corporation or any arbi
trary cutback in the food-for-peace pro
gram. For cooperators in 196·7, price
support loan will be 1.25 per bushel, and 
wheat marketing certificates will be is
sued on about 520 million bushels. This 
is only about one-third of total antici
pated production. Therefore, on the 
other two-thirds of the 1967 crop, they 
will get only; what the market-offers or 
the Government loan of $1.25 a bushel. 
It could mean a loss for many farmers 
to produce additional wheat, and many 
of them may plant only a portion of their 
allotments. · 

If the USDA lays its cards on the table, 
farmers will cooperate, but they have 
every right to be skeptical, As an exam
ple, wheat producers should have re
ceived approximately $180 million more 
from the 1965 wheat crop. 

As late as October 27, 1965, the Wheat 
Situation-an official U.S. Department 
of Agriculture publication-stated: 

Total disappearance in 1965-66. is placed 
at somewhat over 1.4 b11lion bushels with 
carryover stocks on June 30, ·1966, now esti
mated a.t 750 m11Uon ,bushels. 

According to the Stocks of Grains in 
All Position Report, issued by USDA on 
July 25, 1966, the actual carryover was 
536 million bushels-214 million bushels 
less than forecast earlier. In October of 
1965, the wheat price was $1.35 a bushel. 
By July of 1966, when the real :figures be
came available, the price of wheat had 
jumped to $1.74 a bushel-an increase 
of 39 cents a bushel. From the 1965 crop, 
farmers sold 1.2 billion bushels of wheat. 
There is no question that if the true de
mand figures had been made available to 
farmers and others, all wheatgrowers
cooperators and noncooperator.s alike
would have received at least 15 cents a 
bushel more for their crop, or about $180 
million, or between $30 and $40 million 
for Kansas wheat producers. 

If the wheat farmer is expected tQ risk 
his time and money to meet growing for-

DISPOSITION OF PATENT RIGHTS 
ARISING FROM FEDERALLY SPON
SORED RESEARCH AND DEVELOP
MENT 
Mr. DADDARIO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Connecticut? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DADDARIO. Mr. Speaker, today 

I have introduced a bill which would 
spell out a Government-wide system for 
the disposition of patent rights in regard 
to inventions arising from federally 
sponsored research and development. 

In general philosophy and content the 
bill is similar to S. 1&09-the Federal In
ventions Act-which has just been re
ported by the Senate Judiciary C'opunit
tee after several years of intensive study. 

My interest, and that of the Science 
and Astronautics Committee, in this sub
ject goes back to patent problems which 
arose in 19·59' in connection with the 
space program. From 1959 through 
1962 I was a member of a Special Sub
committee on Patents and Scientific In
ventions which worked on patent legis:.. 
lation affecting the Na:tional Aeronau
tics and Space Administration-and I 
chaired the subcommittee in 1961-6·2. 
Twice our subcommittee issued compre
hensive reports on this subject, and twice 
the full committee reported legislation 
based on these reports. · 

The bill which our committee devised 
after lengthy hearings in 1962-:-H.R. 
12812, 87th Congress, 2d session-at
tempted, for the first time so far as I am 
aware, to set up standards for determin
ing the relative equities in patent owner
ship as between the Government and 
contractors. While that bill did not be
_come law, its formula was in:tluential in 
helping to develop the outlines of the 
Presidenital statement of patent policy 
issued by President Kennedy in October 
1963. That statement is in effect today 
and generally governs Federal patent 
policies. 

I am pleased to see that this same type 
of approach has been followed in S. 
1809-the McClellan bill_;to which I 
have referred. · _ 

Mr. Speaker, the bill I am introducing 
today would make a number of changes 
in S. 1809 as reported by the Senate 
committee. Some of these are minor; 
some I consider important. The major 
sections my bill would amend and the 
reasons behind the change are as fol
lows: 

PROPOSED CHANGES 

SECTioN 2(c). The language of S . 1809 pro
tects the equities of cc;mtra.ctors, but not 
subcontractors. The proposed amendment 
would make it clear that in order to be sub
ject to the pTovisions. of the- act, the sub
contract must be for "the conduct of experi
mental, development or research work.,. 
This would el1m1nate the cUffi.culty in negoti
ating subcontracts for such items a.s supplies 
and services and make the provisions of the 

act equally applicable to contracts and sub
contracts of any tier. 

Section 2(e). The definition of "in
vention" is amended to emphasize that 
those "inventions" to which the various 
provisions of the act apply are discov
eries, innovations or improvements 
which can . be patented under title 35, 
United states Code. The language is in
tended to eliminate from the operation 
of the reporting and other requirements 
of the act, clearly noninventive innova
tions, unpatentable proprietary infor
mation, trade secrets, and the like which 
are not among items contracted for even 
under research and . development con
tracts. Unless amended~ the .practical re
sult will be to flood Government agencies 
with reports on trivia. Contracts will 
cease making even proforma determina
tions, designed to eliminate noninventive 
material which must then be evaluated 
by the contracting agency. When cou
pled with the penalty provisions of sec
tion 3<bH9) the present definition will 
cause contractors to take the "safe ap
proach" and report every slight modi
.:fication or change, whether or not of in
ventive merit. While adding to the ad
ministra.tive burden of both contracting 
agencies and contractors, the all-inclu
sive definition will actuallY delay report
ing and dissemination of scientific and 
technical information that could other
wise be protected. 

Section 3 <a> . This amendment is made 
to assure that once a contract is signed 
by both the contractor and the contract
ing agency, the patent clauses contained 
therein will be binding upon both par
ties and no different ones will apply. Un
der the original provision there is appar
ently no time at which either party can 
rely on there being a final binding con
tract since higher authority may later 
determine that, in accordance with ad
ministrative regulations,. a different set 
of · patent clauses should have been in
cluded in the contract. The inab111ty of 
parties to negotiate final and binding 
contracts is not in the best interests of 
either industry or government. 

Section 3(b) (3). Under the provisions 
.of section 4(a) (1) and 4(a) (2), the Gov
ernment acquires principal rights under 
specified conditions. In these cases, the 
Government, having principal rights, can 
extend licenses to any level of govern
ment .. · If the•right to extend licenses to 
State and municipal levels is retained in 
every case, the criteria for distinguishing · 
between Government and contractor re
tention of principal rights are ignored or 
frustrated. . 

Section 3(b) (5) and .(6). The 'pro
posed amendment eliminates the power 
of the Government to license directly. 
This power appears to be neither neces
sary nor desirable from the Government 
point of view. President Kennedy's 1963 
memorandum~n which the legislation 
is based-contains nothing to suggest the 
need for the Government to interject it
self as a licensor, and did not so provide. 
This added power adds nothing to the act 
in terms of achieving the desired results. 
It merely changes the mechanics of li
censing and eould result in serious prob
lems for both the Government and the 
contractor. 
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~ Patent license agreements are highly 
complex legal documents. If the Gov
ernment is to be licensor of someone 
else's patent, this would submit the Gov
ernment to unnecessary burdens both in 
negotiating the terms of license agree
ments and in administering the agree
ments. Patent license agreements gen
erally require filing of quarterly cross
reports between licensor and licensee
not to mention sublicenses. In addi
tion, there are involved recordkeeping 
requirements to enable the determination 
of royalties which can of itself be a com
plicated matter depending on the form iii 
which the licensed. invention reaches the 
market. In some cases the invention may 
constitute the marketed product. In 
others it may be only a minor component 
of the marketed product. In addition, 
license agreements frequently impose 
arbitration obligations on licensor and 
licensee. 

Moreover, the Government would be in 
the position of licensing rights it does not 
own and might become subject to legal 
liabilities to the owner on account of its 
activities as licensor. The Government 
might also find itself in the uncomfort
able position of guaranteeing perform
ance by the owner of the owner's various 
duties under the license agreement. 

In addition to the foregoing needless 
complications which the Government 
would face as licensor, there is the prac
tical problem of enforcing the obliga
tions of licensees under license agree
ments. Clearly, the owner of the rights 
has the direct interest in seeing that the 
obligations of a licensee are strictly com
plied with. He should not have to depend 
upon the Government to act to enforce 
those obligations. Nor should the ·Gov
ernment assume this burden. 

Certainly, in the absence of offsetting 
benefits to the Government and the pub
lic, the Government should not inter
ject itself into the mare's nest of com
plexities it would face by becoming a 
licensor. The authority to require an 
owner to license others under terms de
termined to be reasonable by agency 
head, as contemplated by the Kennedy 
memorandum and S. 1809 as introduced, 
seems adequate to enable the Govern
ment to achieve the objectives of sub
sections 3(b) (5) and (6) of S. 1809, and 
the words "license or" shouJ.d, therefore, 
be deleted from those subsections. 

Section 3(b) (9). Inserting of "negli
gently" after "contractor" is necessary 
because the question of whether a par
ticular invention has been made under 
a Government contract, and should 
therefore be reported, is often difficult to 
determine and is a question on which 
reasonable men may differ. If a contrac
tor diligently considers a particular in
vention and decides not to report it to the 
Government as a result of a well-con
sidered opinion that it was not made 
under a Government contract, he should 
not be penalized if he should later be 
persuaded that his judgment was er~ 
roneous. The language has been changed 
to limit the penalty to a case of negli
gence, rather than an erroneous judg
ment reached in good faith. 

The change in section 3 (b) (9) (iii) is 
suggested simply so that the law will not 

apply to inadvertent errors which are not 
material to the representation. 

Section 6. The amendment-in the na
ture of a substitute-to section 6 (b) (c) 
is offered in the interest of achieving the 
basic objectives of the original provi
sion-the prompt and full utilization of 
Government-owned patents-while, at 
the same time, protecting the limited 
rights granted the contractor. 

As in the bill reported by the Senate 
committee, the nonexclusive royalty-free 
licensing is specified as the norm, with 
exclusive licensing being limited to situ
ations in which nonexclusive licensing is 
ineffective in bringing about the desired 
useful application. Whereas the Sen
ate bill would permit any exclusive li
cense to be granted on a royalty-bearing 
basis, the substitute language provides 
that any such license granted to a U.S. 
citizen would be royalty free. If the 
Government continues to acquire inven ... 
tions, it will be under pressure to set up 
some form of patent administration. The 
primary objective of the administration 
of Government-owned patents should be 
to stimulate the further development and 
useful application the underlying tech
nology in the civilian economy. To this 
end, it seems better that the risk taking 
involved in the further development and 
promotion of unproven concepts be un
dertaken by private interests with pri
vate funds, so that the costs and any 
losses will occur in the private sector and 
not needlessly add to public expenditures. 
Likewise, the gain, if any, will affect the 
private sector and provide employment 
and taxable revenue. 

To add a royalty burden to the invest
ment of risk capital sought to be en
couraged would compromise these 
objectives. 

To add any impedance to the further 
development of these inventions for civil
ian use is in my view too high a price 
to pay for whatever royalty dollars could 
be gained for the U.S. Treasury. I sub
mit that the basic objectives would be 
better achieved by obtaining from an ex
clusive licensee a commitment to expend 
an equal amount of his own funds in 
further developing and promoting the 
invention involved. In this way, the 
patent incentive could be used directly to 
achieve the desired purpose. 

Foreign licenses-exclusive and non
exclusive-would be available royalty
free to U.S. citizens on the same basis 
as domestic licenses. The bill reported 
by the Senate committee provides for 
differing licensing approaches, depending 
upon whether the license is effective in 
the United States or a foreign country, 
but makes no differentiation based on 
the citizenship of the licensee. Licensing 
within the United States would normally 
be on a royalty-free nonexclusive basis, 
regardless of the nationality of the li
censee, whereas foreign licenses would 
be granted with or without the payment 
of royalties "as the agency head may de
termine to be in the public interest." It 
is submitted that the basic considera
tions discussed above apply to foreign 
licenses as well as domestic. With the 
current concern with the problems of 
this country's international balance of 
payments, it seems especially important 

to avoid imposing royalty burdens on U.S. 
citizens in the competitive struggle to 
develop foreign markets. 

Exclusive licensing would be permitted 
if after a reasonable time it appears that 
nonexclusive licensing will be ineffective 
to bring about utilization of the inven
tion. The bill reported by the Senate 
committee would permit exclusive licens
ing immediately upon issuance of a pat
ent "if it initially appears'' that exclu
sive licensing will more effectively pro
mote utilization. Exclusive licensing can 
be effective to stimulate the development 
of technology that would otherwise lan
guish. This should be done, however, 
only in cases in which it has been clearly 
established that this situation exists. 
Since initial appearances can often be 
deceiving, it is suggested that, as a safe
guard, there should be a requirement to 
at least offer nonexclusive licenses for a 
reasonable period of time-which may 
actually be quite short in appropriate 
cases-prior to undertaking the grant 
of an exclusive license. 

The exclusive licensee of a Govern
ment-owned patent would be empowered 
to enforce the patent to protect his prop
er interests without the necessity of mak
ing the United States a party to the suit. 
Existing statutory law requires that in 
order for an exclusive licensee to bring 
suit against an infringer of the licensed 
patent to protect his exclusive interests, 
the owner of the patent must be made a 
party to the litigation. As · mentioned 
above, the grant of an exclusive license 
can in appropriate circumstances be ef
fective to call forth risk capital from the 
licensee to develop or promote an inven
tion in the knowledge that the fruits of 
his investment can be protected by the 
exclusive POSition afforded by his license 
under the patent. The theoretical exclu
sive position afforded by ·the license is 
meaningless, however, unless adequate 
provision is made for the enforcement of 
the patent against unlicensed infringers. 
In this respect, it is felt that the licensee 
himself should be given full power and 
responsibility to protect those interests 
at his own expense-without the neces
sity of incurring governmental expense 
or involvement. I would therefore pro
vide a statutory basis for permitting this 
result. 

Exclusive licenses would be subject to 
a nonexclusive license to the contractor 
as well as to the Government. 

The Senate bill provides that should 
the Government grant an exclusive li
cense under a Government-owned patent 
on a contractor-originated invention to 
a party other than the contractor, the 
royalty-free license initially reserved to 
the contractor may be extinguished and 
the Government may require the con
tractor to pay royalties with respect to 
any future use he may make of his own 
invention. It is submitted that such an 
arrangement would provide a definite 
disincentive to the exercise of a contrac
tor's inventive skills in the performance 
of research and development under cer
tain Government contracts. By con
fronting a contractor with the prospect 
that the more innovative he is in per
forming a contract under which the Gov
ernment would acquire title to inventions 
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conceived or first reduced to practice 
thereunder-the greater is the likeli
hood-no matter how remote-that he 
may eventually have to pay someone else 
for the privilege of using the fruits of 
his innovative effort. Thus, there is cre
ated, in the mind of the contractor at 
least, the apprehension of an inverse re
lationship between the successful exer
cise of a contractor's creative skills and 
potential reward-a penalty. 

I feel that the disincentives thus .cre
ated would be further reaching in terms 
of their effect on a significant segment 
of contract performance than whatever 
losses might result from subjecting ex
clusive licenses to a royalty-free license 
reserved to the contractor. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not II:lean to imply 
that the approach to this whole problem 
should be precisely as set out in either S. 
1809 or in the changes to which I have 
here suggested. 

I do believe it important, however, that 
the House continue to develop discussions 
and exchange thoughts on this ex
tremely complex problem. That is why 
I have introduced my bill at this time. 
Hopefully, it may provide some addi
tional grounds for inspection of the mat
ter and thus prove useful to the mem
bership and to the committees affected. 

MORE UNSOLVED MURDERS 
Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent that the gentleman from 
California [Mr. HosMER] may extend his 
remarks at this point in the REcoRD and 
include extraneous matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the · gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOSMER. Mr. Speaker, the Cali

fornia Highway Patrolman is a maga
zine dedicated to safety on the highways 
and the various problems of law enforce
ment. It is the official publication of the 
California Association of Highway Pa
trolmen, the organization of that State's 
dedicated skilled and e:ffi.cient highway 
police force. The issue for August 1966, 
contains a revealing article by the noted 
authority and writer on law enforcement, 
William L. Roper, regarding the road
blocks to law enforcement imposed by 
recent U.S. Supreme Court decisions. 
This article is so knowledgeable and of 
such general interest that I have re
ceived unanimous consent to have it re
produced below. 

MORE UNSOLVED MURDERS 

(By William L. Roper) 
At 4:35a.m., Sunday, May 24, 1964, Mr. and 

Mrs. William J. Morris were awakened by a 
pistol shot and screams just outside their 
fashionable La Canada home, near Los An
geles. Hastily pulling on a robe, Morris ran 
out. He found their 22-year-old English 
housemaid, Miss Patricia Moulden, lying in 
the street by her roadster, unconscious, a 
bullet wound in her head. She died seven 
hours later in a Glendale hospital without 
regaining consciousness. No gun was found. 
A neighbor said he saw a car race away fol
lowing the shot. 

This case has been recorded as an unsolved 
murder. There are many more of these un
solved mysteries among the 9,000 murders 
committed in the United States every year. 

California has a growing backlog of them. 
Here are a few: 

Early on Thanksgiving morning, 1963, 
Karyn Kupcinet, a . 22-year-old actress from 
Chicago, was murdered in her Hollywood 
apartment. Her family offered a $5,000 re
ward for clues leading to her slayer. 

Little 11-year-old Dorothy Gale Brown of 
Torrance was kidnapped -and murdered July 
3, 1962. Her body was found a few days later 
in the ocean near Corona del Mar, her dress 
discovered, stuffed in a beer can in a nearby 
slough. Another girl living in this same 
area, Karen Lynn Tompkins, 11, vanished a 
few months earlier. 

Mrs. L111ie Pasch Berkov, 66, of Pomona, 
was found strangled to death August 26, 1962. 

In Eagle Rock, a young mother was fatally 
mangled when she picked up a box placed 
at her front door, and a bomb inside ex
ploded. 

These are but a few of California's recent, 
unsolved killings. Other murders have gone 
undetected, erroneously listed as suicides or 
accidental deaths. 

Now, as a result of the U.S. Supreme 
Court's latest ruling on June 13, further re
stricting police questioning of suspects, an 
increase in the number of these unsolved 
murders can be expected. For not only is 
crime-detection hampered, more criminals 
will go free for lack of convicting evidence. 

Of course, interrogation of suspects is only 
one phase of police investigation customarily 
used in solving murder cases and other major 
crimes. But it has long been considered one 
of the most essential procedures. 

In fact, the very nature of a crime often 
is such that the police must rely largely upon 
questioning of suspects and witnesses in 
order to find a solution.. Consequently, there 
are many valid reasons why law enforcement 
officers regard admissions and confessions as 
absolutely essential to effective crime de
tection. The new ruling severely curtails the 
power of the police to obtain evidence of 
this kind. 

By its five to four ruling of June 13, the 
Supreme Court held that police may not 
question a suspect if he is alone and "in
dicates in any manner that he does not wish 
to be interrogated." The decision also laid 
down other restrictive ground rules, designed 
to protect the suspect's rights against self
incriminatipn. 

(1) Police must tell the suspect he has the 
right to refuse to answer any questions, and 
warn him that anything he says may be used 
against him. 

(2) The suspect must be informed that 
he has a right to have an attorney present 
at the questioning, and that, if he cannot 
afford to employ an attorney, one will be 
provided for him at public expense. 

(3) If the su,spect says that he wants an 
attorney, there must be no questioning until 
the attorney is present. 

(4) If while without an attorney, the sus
pect indicates in any manner that he does 
not wish to be interrogated, the police may 
not question him. 

Chief Justice Earl Warren, who wrote the 
Court's majority opinion, said a defendant 
may waive his rights to remain silent and 
to have an attorney with him, "provided, the 
waiver is made voluntarily, knowingly and 
"intelligently." But notice the "escape word," 
"1nte111gently." If the suspect can convince 
an appeal court that he acted stupidly and 
not intelligently in making a confession, then 
his confession becomes in valid. So the new 
ruling is tantamount to barring all con
fessions or nullifying them, since a de
fendant can claim, upon appeal, that even 
though he ac:ted voluntarily in making a 
confession, he did so unknowingly and unin
telligently. 'Thus ignorance becomes a way 
out, despite the old saw that ignorance of the 
law is no excuse. 

Imagine what a boon, what a protective 
shield this provides for' the vicious killer, who 

realizes he can escape punishment by cleverly 
pooing as a dumb oaf. Even before the ar
resting officers can finish booking him, he 
begins babbling: "Go ahead and ask me why 
I killed him? Sure I'll talk. Go ahead and 
ask me. Sure I'm a nut and don't know what 
I'm doing. But I don't need a lawyer." 

He knows that any confes·sion that he 
makes cannot be used against him, since he 
was not acting "intelligently" when he made 
the waiver. 

Still instead of babbling out a confession 
that will be nullified by the new ground
rules, he may clam up and refuse to say any
thing on advice of counsel. Either way, he 
knows that the legal cards are stacked in his 
favor. 

Actually, the killer, the rapist and the rob
ber have never had it so good, and we can 
exp~t those who want to get away With 
crime to make the most of the new ground
rules. And we can likewise expect an in
crease in our unsolved murders. 

Moreover, Mr. John Taxpayer, the law
abiding citizen, is going to have to come 
across With more money to pay the increased 
costs of employing attorneys for the poor, 
impoverished bank robbers and other crimi
nal suspects--not just for trials--but from 
the day of their arrest, if said suspects claim 
they do not have funds for that purpose. In 
the past, the suspect was not required to 
have counsel until he was charged 
with a crime. Considering the rate at which 
crime is growing, this new and additional ex
pense can become a staggering burden on the 
already oppressed taxpayer. 

Undoubtedly, the new ruling will make the 
task of law enforcement more difficult and 
uncertain. But it 1s the danger that this 
ruling poses for the public and the rights of 
the lawabiding citizen for equal protection 
under the law that needs emphasis. 

In his dissenting opinion, Justice John 
Marshall Harlan sharply pointed up this 
danger when he denounced the decision as 
"dangerous experimentation" at a time when 
a "high crime rate is a matter of growing . 
concern." 

He added: "The Court is taking a real risk 
with society's welfare in imposing its · new 
regime on the country ... I believe the deci
sion of the Court represents poor constitu
tional· law and entails harmful consequences 
for the country at large. How serious these 
consequences may prove to be only time can 
tell." 

Justice Harlan said that "The social coots 
of crime are too great to call the new rules 
anything but a hazardous experimentation. 
While passing over the costs and risks of its 
experiment, the Oourt portrays the evils of 
normal police questioning in terms which I 
think are exaggerated." · 

Justices Byron R. White and Potter Stew
art joined with Justice Harlan in dissenting 
fr.om the Warren opinion in all four of the 
cases before the Court. Justice Tom o. 
Clark dissented in three of the four cases. 

Justice White, who was appointed by the 
late President John F. Kennedy and who has 
stood staunchly behind law enforcement, 
pointedly commented "in some unknown 
number of cases the Court's rule will re
turn a killer, a rapist or other criminal to 
the streets and to the environment which 
produced him, tQ repeat his crime whenever 
it pleases him. As a consequence, there will 
not be a gain, but a loss of human dignity." 

Justice White added: "More than the hu
man dignity of the accused in involved; the 
human personality of others in the society 
must also be preser·ved. . . . Moreover, it 
is by no means certain that the process of 
confessing is injurious to ·the accused. To 
the contrary it may provide psychological 
relief and enhance the prospects o! rehabili
tation." 

Pointing out that rehabilitation was a 
factor that needed attention, Justice White 
said that FBI statistics show that of the 
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192,869 offenders processed in 1963 and 1964, 
76 percent had prior arrest or charge records. 
He, like Justice Harlan, questioned the con
stitutionality of the majority opinion, de
claring "that the Court's holding today 1s 
neither compelled nor even strongly suggested 
by the language of the Fifth amendment, is 
at odds with American and English legal his
tory, and involves a departure from a long 
line of precedent ... " 

Countless courts from time immemorial 
and many outstanding legal scholars have 
staunchly affirmed the proposition that 
"Questioning of suspects 1s an indispensable 
arm of law enforcement." Two of the 
country's leading criminologists, Fred E. In
bau and John E. Reid, contend that many 
criminal cases, even when investigated by 
the best qualified police departments, are 
capable of solution only by means of an 
-admission or confession from the guilty in
dividual or by means o! information ob
tained from other criminal suspects. 

It might also be pointed out that such 
confessions, properly obtained by careful in
terrogation, have frequently cleared innocent 
persons suspected of crime. So the protec
tion of the innocent is one of the advantages 
provided by confessions. 

Statistics, based on a study recently con
ducted in California, show conclusively how 
important the confession is in solving crime. 
Prof. Edward L. Barrett, Jr., author of "Po
lice Practices and the Law," recently re
ported a survey in several California cities. 
It showed that confessions or admissions 
were obtained from over 50 per cent of the 
persons arrested during the sample period, 
and from more than 75 per cent of those 
eventually formally charged. A national 
magazine writer making a somewhat similar 
study found that prosecutors contend that 
between 75 and 80 per cent of au crimes 
are solved by means of confessions. 

"In murder cases,'~ this writer concluded, 
"the percentage is even higher . . . because 
there are seldom any witnesses to murder." 

It is interesting to note in this connec
tion that a confession could have helped 
solve the murder of Supreme Justice War
ren's own father, Methias H. Warren. The 
elder Warren was slain in 1938 in Bakersfield. 
Seventy-three years old at the time, War
ren was sttting in the living room ·or his 
home reading a newspaper on a warm sum
mer evening, when some one hit him on the 
head with a piece of iron pipe. Although 
Justice Warren, then a prosecutor in Ala
meda County, was inclined to blame the slay
ing on "a prowling tramp,'' this fact was 
never established, and the murder remains 
one of the State's unsolved crimes. 

In the thirteen years that Earl Warren 
was District Attorney of Alameda County, "no 
complaints were lodged against bis meth
ods by the American Civil Liberties Union." 
So wrote Irving Stone in a friendly biography 
published in 1948. · Significantly, the Civil 
Liberties Union also endorsed the Court's 
recent decision, striking a death blow at 
confessions. 

Stone in his friendly biography also wrote: 
"He (Warren) prosecuted only when he had 
to, and when his evidence was complete." 

He quoted the Chief Justice as saying: 
"I never heard a jury bring in a verdict of 
guilty, but that I felt sick at the pit of 
my stomach." 

This sympathy for the convicted criminal 
and an obsession for the alleged constitu
tional rights of the accused have been 
demonstrated time after time in decisions 
rendered by the Supreme Court since War
ren became Chief Justice. The Mallory rule, 
which had such a crippling effect on law 
enforcement, and the more recent Escobedo 
decisions are examples of this exaggerated 
concern for the civil rights of convicted 
criminals. 

"All decisions from the Supreme Court 
recently always favored the accused and are 

greatly concerned With their rights,'' com
mented New York City's police commissioner, 
Howard R. Leary, when interviewed by U.S. 
News & World Report. ."How far and how 
long are the rights of the accused to be con
sidered, with little regard for the rights 
of the victims?" 

"The innocent people of our communJty 
are going to pay for this foolishness," de
clared John J. Dron~y. district attorney of 
Middlesex County, Mass., in commenting on 
this latest ruling against confessions. 

"I guess now we'll have to supply all squad 
cars with attorneys,'' commented Quinn 
Tamm, executive director of the Interna
tional Association of Chiefs of Police. 

"This decision deprives us of the coopera
tion of the person who knows the most about 
the crime-the one who· committed it-and 
puts the handcuffs on the police instead of 
the criminal," said Mayor Sam Yorty ·of Los 
Angeles. 

Arthur KrOCk, writing in The New York 
Times, expressed the opinion that the 
recent decision by a one-vote majority 
"added enormously to the difficulties the 
Court already has imposed on police ques
tioning of persons taken into custody on 
substantial evidence of crime." 

He pointed out that the decision came at 
a time when there was a dangerous increase 
in crimes of violence, and that many law 
enforcement officers attribute the crime 
growth in a laz:ge degree to the criminal
favoring rules handed down by the Court. 

The Washington Evening Star com
mented: "The Supreme Court's ruling on 
police questioning of criminal suspects will 
be received with rejoicing by every thug in 
the land. For without a doubt it is a ruling 
which w111 grievously .handicap the police and 
make it much easier for a criminal to beat 
the rap." 

Philadelphia's Police Commissioner Ed
ward J. Bell was quoted as saying: "It is my 
humble opinion the Supreme Court is now 
not interpreting the Constitution, but 
amending it. I respectfully submit the 
police are now limited. The thorough, com
plete and comprehensive investigation and 
interrogation of suspects is next to 1m
possible. 

"The present rules and interpretations-
whether or not so intended-in fact protect 
the guilty. I do not believe the Constitution 
was designed as a shield for criminals." 

Philip Kurland, professor of constitutional 
law at the University of Chicago law school 
said: "It wm have some evil results the 
Court did not contemplate. Society will be 
hurt by criminals getting off because their 
confessions couldn't be used-and this will 
apply to what up to now has been considered 
voluntary confessions." 

Undersheriff Robert Presley of Riverside, 
Calif. spoke for many California law enforce
ment officers when he said: "The only ones 
who wm gain by it (the latest decision on 
confessions) will be the criminals. This just 
means that more criminals will be walking 
the streets than ever before to prey on us. 
There seems to be far greater emphasis on 
the rights of violators than for the safety 
of the vast majority of our law-abiding peo
ple. The solid citizens of our communities 
are the losers." 

Influential members of both houses of the 
United States Congress were also quick to 
comment on dangers to society posed by the 
five-to-four ruling. Senator JOHN L. Mc
CLELLAN (Dem. Ark.), himself a former pros
ecutor, said the decision requires an early 
and thorough "examination with a view to 
ascertaining just what legislation can and 
should be enacted to alleviate the obvious 
damage it will do society." 

Rep. SAMUEL L. DEVINE (Rep. Ohio) was 
one of the first to propose a remedy. He pro
posed amending the Constitution to require 
a two-thirds vote by the nine Justices before 

the law of the land can be completely re
versed. 

"Decisions effecting 190 m1llion persons," 
he said, "might well merit a consensus of at 
least six out of nine Justices,'' he said. 

Representative DEVINE's suggestion for 
halting the judicial rules that are making 
the law a shield for the criminal deserves 
the consideration of all lawmen. Pointing 
out that "for over ten years, the U.S. Supreme 
Court has been rendering landmark deci
sions vastly altering the foundations of what 
was believed to be the law of the land," 
DEVINE said too many of these changes had 
been made by "five-to-four split" decisions. 
These, he said, "clearly demonstrates the 
complete lack of unanimity 1f not the un
certainty of the Court on key matters of law." 

"It seems to me,'' DEVINE continued, "where 
the Court is called upon to rule upon con
stitutionality, it should be required that at 
lease two-thirds, or six of the nine Justices 
must agree before the law of the land can be 
completely reversed. This, in itself, would 
require a constitutional amendment. 

"Acts of Congress are the r.esult of long, 
arduous hours of legislation study, testimony 
of witnesses, deUberation, debate, and vote 
by both House and Senate, as well as Sip
proved by the Executive. · 

"This process now can be and is nullified 
by a determination of 'unconstitutional' by 
not more than five men, often with four clls
senting." 

Representative DEviNE's proposal may be 
only a part of the solution needed. But it is 
becoming increasingly apparent to many of 
the nation's outstanding legal scholars as 
well as to the lawmen, who are on the front 
line in the war against the country's growing 
crime, that some checks on wild judicial rul
ings are essential. Despite our traditional 
boast that our government by three powers
the Executive, the Legislative, and the Ju
dicial-provides for "checks and balances," 
the United States is now endangered by a 
Judicial Oligarchy, in which one Justice can 
cast a decisive vote .that w111 change the law 
of the land, almost by whim. 

The legal escape from punishment for 
murder and other crimes of violence has 
been made too easy. And every ruling that 
restricts thorough police investigation en
courages crime. Until a remedy is found, we 
can expect more unsolved murders. 

THE LATE FULTON LEWIS, JR. 
Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent that the gentleman from 
California [Mr. UTT] may extend his re
marks at this point in the RECORD and 
include extraneous matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. UTI'. Mr. Speaker, yesterday a 

great American died. Fulton Lewis, Jr., 
whose words and whose actions inspired 
a generation of Americans to look behind 
the shiny facade of the welfare state and 
there to see its shoddy back pinnings. 

Fulton Lewis, Jr., was gifted with a rich 
and impressive voice. In this age of mass 
communications, he could have lent this 
voice to his own cause and adopted the 
prevailing liberal opinions of his time. 
Had he done that, the rewards to him
self would have been great indeed. But 
he chose instead to fight for the right as 
he saw it. He bucked the mass hysteria 
fanned by the demagogs of liberalism; 
he called the shots as he saw them, and 
the great majority of times he was proven 
right by subsequent events. For this he 
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was pun!shed by his liberal enemies, who 
prattle about the freedom of speech but 
believe only in the freedom to agree with 
them. 

By his firm adherence to principle, Ful
ton Lewis, Jr., denied himself the popu
larity that would have been bestowed 
upon him had he lent his gifted voice to 
the trivialities and chicanery that marks 
so much of broadcast journalism in this 
age. He walked a lonely road but his 
adherence to principle won him admirers 
throughout the Nation. 

.Mr. Speaker, Fulton Lewis, Jr., departs 
from this earth as many of the dire con
sequences of liberalism against which he 
warned are coming to pass. I thank God 
that he has been spared the final horror 
this Nation faces if it does not turn away 
from the doctrines to which it has lately 
adhered. And I trust that a merciful 
God will now grant to him the rewards of 
a life well lived. 

JUDICIAL MISJUDGMENT AND 
IND~SION 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent that the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. PoFFl may extend his re
marks at th:i:s point in the REcoRD and 
include extraneous matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. POFF. Mr. Speaker, last week a 

number of my colleagues in the House 
shared my concern for what appeared to 
be a hasty, ill-considered order by a Fed
eral district judge. Judge Corcoran of 
the District Court for the District of 
Columbia undertook to issue a temporary 
restraining order to prevent a duly con
stituted committee of the Congre.ss from 
proceeding about its legislative business. 
The rapidity with which that order was 
dissolved by a three-judge panel was in
terpreted by many as indicative of the 
want of judgment of the issuing judge. 
It was received by many more as recogni
tion by the judicial branch of the danger 
patent in the collision course upon which 
the original order had placed the judicial 
and legislative branches of our Federal 
Government. 

I am sure that many will be amazed 
to hear that this cause is still pending 
before a three-judge district court. And 
far from resolving the controversy, that 
court seems unable to determine the 
single basic question posed by the exist
ing case law, the question of whether it 
even has jurisdiction of the subject mat
ter of the suit. 

Mr. Speaker, I am frankly appalled at 
the indecision demonstrated by an order 
of the court issued on August 17, 1966, 
postponing a hearing set for that date. 
The order calls for memorandums from 
the parties "to consider whether or not 
this case should proceed before this spe
cially constituted three-judge court or be 
remanded to a single district court 
judge." 

Under unanimous consent, the entire 
order will be included in the REcORD 
following my remarks. As the Members 
will see, the order contains no indication 
of what questions the court wishes 

briefed, or what purposes are contem
plated by the court in remanding to a 
single judge. 

Certainly a three-judge district court 
is empowered to determine its own juris
diction. It should not avoid having to 
make that decision by the transparent 
stratagem of returning the case to the 
judge who originally convened the spe
cial panel. It should not thus delay recti
fying the overreaching of that judge in 
taking jurisdiction of the case in the first 
instance. 

Accordingly, I call upon the judicial 
branch to take affirmative, decisive action 
to set this needless controversy to rest 
and end as well a disquieting spectacle of 
judicial misjudgment and indecision. 

The court order follows: 
[U.S. District Court for the District of 

Columbia.] 
DR. ALLEN M. KREBs, ET AL., PLAINTIFFS, V. 

JOHN M. AsHBROOK, ET AL., DEFENDANTS
CIVn. ACTION 2157-66 

(Before Bazelon, Chief Judge, and Charles 
Fa.hy, Circuit Judge, and Howard F. Cor
coran, District Judge) 

ORDER 

In order that this court may have sufDcient 
opportunity to consider whether or not this 
case should proceed before this specially con
stituted three-judge court or be remanded to 
a. single District Court Judge, it is 

Ordered by the court sua sponte that the 
hearing now scheduled for 2:30 p.m., this 
date, be post}>Oned until further order of this 
court. Counsel are requested to submit 
memoranda of law on this issue on or before 
Monday, August 22, 1966. 

Dated: August 17, 1966. 

CREATING A NEW DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. HoLIFIELD] is recognized for 
30 minutes. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks and include extraneous 
matter and tables. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 

15963 would establish a new Department 
of Transportation-making the 12th De
partment of Cabinet rank in the execu
tive branch. It would bring together 
major Federal agencies and programs 
relating to transportation promotion and 
safety, but not economic regulation, 
which remains with the regulatory 
agencies. 

As you know, President Johnson sent 
his transportation message to the Con
gress on March 2, 1966, strongly recom
mending the creation of a Department of 
Transportation. His message high
lighted the urgent, contemporary prob
lems in the transportation field and Em
phasized the pressing need for solutions. 

A Department of Transportation is not 
a panacea for all the transportation ills 
of the Nation. It is an organization 
measure and a new organization does not 
signify, by itself, a new transportation 
policy. Rather, it signifies a new frame
work and a new posture of Government, 

a willingness to look at many interrelated 
transportation problems in a compre
hensive way, and a readiness to grapple 
with them. A new department, in other 
words, lays a broad and enduring foun
dation upon which national transporta
tion policies can be built. 

I introduce,d the administration's bill 
in the House of Representatives as H.R. 
13200. It was referred to the Committee 
on Government Operations, on which I 
am the ranking member, and the chair
man asked me to take charge of the hear
ings in the subcommittee which handles 
reorganization measures. We heard 
many witnesses from Government and 
industry, and received statements from 
all those who wished to be recorded. By 
the time we finished the hearings and 
completed our staff studies of the techni
cal . ramifications of the bill, there were 
many changes to be made, some of a 
technical or minor nature, but others of 
real substance. 

Redrafting the bill, let me assure you, 
was not an easy job. We were anxious 
to take account of serious objections or 
concerns of industry groups, but we did 
not want to lose sight of the objectives 
of the bill. We could not defer to all 
those who wanted to be "included out"
those who said, in effect, "A new depart
ment is :fine, but leave me out of it." 
Understandably, there is a reluctance, in 
some cases, to disturb existing relation
ships, and a concern that the agency or 
function to be transferred might be 
"swallowed up" in a great new depart
ment. 

Let me say to those who have this 
concern that through this bill, transpor
tation affairs will acquire higher status 
and greater recognition in the councils 
of Government. F'or the first time we 
will have a Cabinet· officer concerned 
solely and exclusively with transporta
tion, who will have the ear of the Presi
dent, and who will be giving full time 
and attention to improving the trans
portation systems of our country. The 
major modes of transportation-air, rail, 
highway, and water-so far as Govern
ment responsibilities are concerned-will 
have administrators appointed by the 
President and confirmed by the Senate 
and these administrators will have a 
direct line to the Secretary of Trans
portation. 

We want every transportation mode 
and segment to thrive and prosper . . All 
are important to the national economy 
and to the well-being of our people. 
Therefore I ask those who are preoccu
pied with this or that segment of trans
portation to put aside their fears, to keep 
their sights on the higher national in
terest, to have confidence in the future. 
Our economy is highly interdependent. 
New transportation technologies are 
closely linked. Government investments 
in the transportation sector are heavy 
and growing. Transportation is one 
field in which we must hang together, if 
we are not to hang separately. 

Industry groups who appeared before 
our committee were not exactly in agree
ment, either internally or among the dif
ferent transportation interests. Some 
Members of Congress and chairmen of 
committees had reservations about one 
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provision or another. Considering all 
the recommendations put before us and 
all the problems we had to face, I believe 
we did quite well. 

I introduced a new clean bill, H.R. 
15963, incorporating many changes, and 
the committee approved the clean bill on 
June 29, 1966, with several additional 
amendments. In the committee, as in 
the executive branch of the Government 
and in industry, there was not complete 
agreement on every single item. I am 
pleased to report, however, that there 
was unanimous agreement on the basic 
concept of a new department and on 
most of the provisions. The committee 
report, beginning at page 15, explains 
the committee amendments to the clean 
bill and, beginning at page 18, explains 
the difference between the clean bill and 
the administration-drafted bill which I 
initially introduced. 

H.R. 15963 is progressive and forward
looking in that it creates a major new 
Department of Government--which 
makes a round dozen Cabinet Depart
ments-they do not come too frequently 
in the history of this Nation. When a 
Department of Transportation was pro
posed in the 1880's, perhaps there were 
those who were not quite ready to enter 
the 20th century. Now we are recording 
our readiness to enter the 21st century. 
By the year 2000, less than 35 years from 
now, the population of this country will 
be considerably more than one-third of 
a billion. We have weighty problems in 
transportation to solve today, but many 
more to solve tomorrow. A nation 
which will add 160 million more people 
in 35 years must look beyond contempo
rary problems to the welfare and happi
ness of its children. 

At the same time, the bill is conserva
tive, preserving the status quo in certain 
important essentials. By this I mean 
that we provide explicit safeguards to 
protect the rights of parties in adminis
trative and judicial proceedings and in 
every other respect now guaranteed by 
law; and we reaffirm congressional pre
rogatives in relation to the executive. We 
want progress in transportation and a 
vigorous Government champion of trans
portation in the new Secretary of the 
Department, but we also want every par
ty at interest to have his day in court, so 
to speak-to have every procedural 
right and privilege he enjoyed before. 

A section-by-section analysis of the 
bill will be found in the report, beginning· 
at page 29. Let me run through briefly, 
in broad terms, the essential features of 
H.R. 15963. I will follow the sequence 
elaborated in more detail in the com
mittee report, beginning at page 7. 

First. It brings together in one De
partment major transportation agencies 
but avoids rigid consolidation. Trans
ferred to the new Department are the 
major transportation agencies: Federal 
Aviation Agency, Bureau of Public Roads, 
Coast Guard, Maritime Administration, 
Office of the Under Secretary of Com
merce for Transportation, and the safety 
functions of the Civil Aeronautics Board 
and the Interstate Commerce Commis
sion. Other agencies, such as the Alaska 

Railroad and the Inland Waterways 
Corporation, will be transferred later by 
Executive order. Of course, every Fed
eral department or agency has trans
portation activities of one kind or an
other. It was not our purpose to have 
a highly rigid, overcentralized consolida
tion of all transportation activities in the 
Government. Where transportation ac
tivities are mere adjuncts of agency mis
sions, they are left where they are. Only 
the major civil-nonregulatory-agen
cies in transportation are included. 

Second. The organizational identity of 
the major· transportation modes is as
sured. Rather than leave all internal or
ganization to the Secretary's decision, we 
provide for major organizational com
ponents in air, highway, maritime, and 
rail transportation. Each of these four 
administrations will have a Federal ad
ministrator, appointed by the President 
and confirmed by the Senate. The Coast 
Guard will be a separate entity within 
the new Department. 

Third. Emphasis is given to the con
tinuity of operations. There is language 
in the bill which enjoins the Secretary 
to consider fully the need for operational 
continuity of the functions transferred, 
as well as the need for effective and safe 
transportation systems for national de
fense. We expect that, by and large, the 
agencies and functions to be transferred 
will go over with their existing personnel 
and resources. Of course, as the new De
partment becomes established, we expect 
that many opportunities for economy 
and efficiency will emerge. 

Fourth. The transportation regulatory 
agencies remain independent. The eco
nomic regulatory functions of the ICC, 
CAB, FMC, and the FPC are not ab
sorbed by the new Department. The only 
things detached from the regulatory 
agencies, as in the case of the CAB and 
ICC, are safety and accident investiga
tion functions, which are transferred to 
the new Department. Indeed, a big fea
ture of the new Department is the em
phasis on safety in transportation, as I 
shall mention in a moment. 

Fifth. Car service functions stay in 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
We heard strong opposing arguments as 
to whether car service functions should 
remain in the ICC or go to the new De
partment. In the sense that they are 
administrative or operating functions, 
they could have been assigned properly 
to the new Department. At the same 
time, they do have a bearing on the ecg
nomics of railroad operations, which 
makes a case for keeping them joined 
with the regulatory functions. The com
mittee decision at this point in time was 
to let these functions remain in 'the ICC, 
together with the responsibilities for fix
ing demurrage and per diem charges. 
Rather than split these functions up, as 
the bill originally provided, we thought 
it best to leave the bundle together in its 
old home, the ICC. Future experience 
possibly may dictate a transfer. 

Sixth. The Department of Defense's 
transportation resources are excluded 
from the new Department. The Depart
ment of Defense has, of course, great r~-

sources in transportation and none of 
these resources, nor the responsibilities 
for their procurement, deployment, or 
use are transferred to the new Depart
ment. Nor will the Secretary of Trans
portation control design features of civil 
transportation required for defense. We 
do expect, as the bill provides, that there 
will be close consultation between the 
Secretary of Transportation and the Sec
retary of Defense, and indeed, close 
consultation with all agencies having 
transportation requirements. The bill 
requires such consultation and also au
thorizes the Secretary to draw upon the 
military services for personnel assistance 
in discharging his many technical du
ties. The only actual transfers from the 
defense sector are certain minor func
tions of the Army Corps of Engineers, 
more related to civil than to military 
transportation affairs. 

Seventh. Special attention is given to 
safety functions and the development of 
techniques and measures for accident 
prevention. The bill creates, as you 
know, a National Transportation Safety 
Board, which is an independent entity 
within the Department. We give it im
portant duties and responsibilities be
yond those provided in the original bill. 
The Board not only will determine the 
cause of accidents and hear appeals of 
certain kinds, but will be empowered to 
conduct special studies, require specific 
investigations, have participants in acci
dent investigations, require reports, make 
recommendations to the Secretary, and 
report annually to the Congress. We en
visage the National Transportation 
Safety Board as a key agency for ener
gizing the departmental offices and agen
cies engaged in accident investigation 
and prevention work. The bulk of the 
routine .accident investigation, as well as 
research in safety techniques and meas
ures, will continue to be done by the 
four administrations provided in the bill 
for air, highway, rail, and water trans
portation. 

Eighth. Organizational arrangements 
are made to preserve the pattern of air 
accident investigations. Since aviation 
presented a somewhat special case, it was 
necessary to create an additional entity 
within the Department--the Office of Ac
cident Investigation, independent of the 
FAA. Unless such an office were created, 
either the FAA would be required to in
vestigate all accidents, which Govern
ment and industry do not sanction; or 
else -the accident investigation role would 
have to be transferred to the National 
Transportation Safety Board, which then 
might be dominated by aviation concerns 
to the exclusion of other safety matters. 

The Office of Accident Investigation, 
in essence, absorbs the CAB's Bureau of 
Safety, which will continue to investigate 
fatal or large aircraft accidents, leaving 
investigation of nonfatal accidents in
volving smaller planes to the Federal 
Aviation Administration. Determination 
of probable cause of air accidents would 
be made by the National Transportation 
Safety Board, much as the CAB does now. 

Ninth. A staff secretariat is provided 
to insure full attention to matters which 
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,cut across all modes of transportation. 
The bill provides for the Secretary to 
head the Department, an Under Secre
tary, four Assistant Secretaries, a Gen
eral Counsel, and an Assistant Secretary 
for Administration. All these officials, 
except for the Assistant Secretary for 
Administration, would require Senate 
confirmation as well as Presidential ap
pointment. In keeping with reorganiza
tion measures of this nature, and to af
ford the Secretary flexibility in deploying 
his staff resources to deal with important 
or emergent problems, the bill does not 
tie down the functions of the secretariat 
by specific statutory language. However, 
the committee expects that the Assistant 
Secretaries will be charged with sta:fl' 
areas of responsibility of crucial impor
tance to transportation. 

A case in point is research and develop
ment. While the modal operating agen
cies will be responsible for research and 
development in their respective areas, an 
Assistant Secretary can be instrumental 
in coordinating their research e:fl'orts, in 
stimulating new areas of research, and 
in m8.king sure there no serious gaps or 
omissions. The committee anticipates 
that there will be an Assistant Secretary 
for Research and Development, whose 
concerns will be departmentwide and 
intermodal. 

Tenth. Federal investment standards 
will b~ developed for balanced progress 
in transportation. The Secretary of 
Transportation would be required to de
velop standards and criteria, subject to 
Presidential approval, to be used in the 
formulation and economic evaluation of 
proposals for the investment of Federal 
funds in transportation facilities or 
equipment. This is the famous section 
7 which was so much in dispute during 
the hearings on the bill. 

To allay many concerns, we have nar
rowed the Secretary's responsibility in 
formulating investment standards, ex
cluding such matters as water resource 
projects and grant-in-aid programs. 
These exemptions make it clear, for ex
ample, that Corps of Engineers projects 
or highway projects financed by the 
highway trust fund, will not be affected. 
Of course, the President, in exercising his 
own constitutional and statutory respon
sibilities in this field, will be able to call, 
without restraint, upon the Secretary 
for advice and recommendations_. 

To reaffi.m congressional prerogatives, 
the committee has written language into 
the bill w~ch makes it clear that any 
standards prescribed by the Congress it
self in existing or future acts must be 
observed by the Secretary in developing 
standards and criteria for economic 
evaluation of transportation proposals 
and projects. And to remove any doubt 
on that score, the bill provides, one, that 
the Secretary cannot promulgate invest
ment standards or criteria contrary to or 
inconsistent with acts of Congress re
lating to this subject, and two, that 
the standards and criteria must be con
sistent with national transportation 
policies. The Secretary is enjoined from 
adopting or revising a national trans
portation policy without · apropriate ac-

tion by the Congress. Finally, the Sec
retary must give public notice with time 
for presentation of views, and coinci
dentally time for review by congressional 
committees, before he can even submit 
standards and criteria for Presidential 
approval. 

Eleven. Existing procedural rights and 
privileges are safeguarded. As I have 
already mentioned, the committee has 
taken pains to insure that all procedural 
rights and privileges authorized in exist
ing law are carried over to the new De
partment. There is no loss or diminu
tion of procedural safeguards, and all 
permissible channels for administrative 
or judicial proceedings are kept unim
peded. Any orders or actions of the 
Secretary or of the National Transpor
tation Safety Board are subject to ju
dicial review to the same extent and in 
the same manner ·as they would have 
been in the departments or agencies 
from which the functions are trans
ferred. Statutory requirements relating 
to notice, hearings, actions upon the 
record, or administrative review, apply 
to the new Department. All orders, con
tracts, rules and regulations lawfully 
issued before the reorganization, and all 
proceedings, continue in e:fl'ect after the 
reorganization, until they have run their 
course or have been changed or termi
nated by appropriate procedures. 

Twelve. Certain important transpor
tation matters are left open for future 
organizational decision. A case in point 
is urban mass transportation. The 
Congress by a recent enactment has as
signed Federal functions in this impor
tant area to the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development, which is itself 
a new and still developing Department. 
To shift urban mass transportation re
sponsibilities from one new Department 
to another, at this early stage, would 
only delay the program. More expe
rience is necessary to decide intelligently 
whether urban mass transportation, 
which is intimately bound up with other 
problems of community growth and de
velopment, more logically belongs in 
HUD or DOT. 

The President has said he intends, 
upon the creation of the Department of 
Transportation, to ask the heads of the 
two Departments concerned to study and 
report within 1 year on a logical and 
efficient organization of urban mass 
transportation functions. It may well 
be that these functions will be lodged in 
the new Department. The committee 
considers that the President's proposed 
course is ·reasonable and that the final 
organizational decision on urban mass 
transportation should be deferred. 

In conclusion, I will say again that the 
Department of Transportation is not a 
panacea for the transportation ills of the 
Nation. It will, however, set the frame
work for a concerted and comprehensive 
attack on the many transpo~tation prob
lems that must be solved. ' OUr commit
tee has worked long and hard to develop 
a good bill, a reasonable bill, one I be
lieve all Members of the Congress, all 
agencies, and all organizations · in the 
transportation field can legithnately sup
port. Indeed, we have letters 1n support 

of the new Department from the Trans
portation Association of America, the 
American Railroad Association, and 
other organizations. There are still a 
few who have reservations on one point 
or another, but I hope that in the in
terests of the whole country they will 
submerge their differences and Join with 
us to help make the new Department a 
reality, and after it is created. to help 
make it work well. 

We need to make it work if this coun
try is to prosper and grow and to move 
its people and its goods from place to 
place with safety and convenience, with 
economy and efficiency. Transp0rtation 
ties together the Nation, extending its 
frontiers, connecting its communities, 
enlarging the opportunities and horizons 
of its people. As stated so aptly in Presi
dent Johnson's message: 

In a Nation that spans a continent, trans
portation is the web of union. 

APPENDIX A 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTA~ION FuNCTIONS 

Listed below are the major programs and 
functions of the organizations portrayed on 
the attached organization chart of the De
partment of Transportation. (Some minor 
functions are not listed pending establish
ment of the Department and final decision at 
that time.) 

Federal Highway Administration will per
form the following functions transferred 
from Bureau of Public Roads (truck safety 
from Interstate Commerce Commission): 

a. Maintain the schedule for the comple
tion of the Interstate System. 

b. Carry out the Federal-aid primary and 
secondary system. 

c. Highway safety activities (will also in
clude the new Traffic Safety Act responsi
b111ties). 

d. Study future highway needs. 
e. Implement the Highway Beautification 

Act of 1005. 
f. Continue construction of the Appalachia 

development highway system. 
Federal Maritime Administration will per

form the following functions transferred 
from Maritime Administration, now in De
partment of Commerce: 

a. Subsidy of U.s. ship construction and 
operation, ship construction loan, and mort
gage guarantees. 

b. Operate ships in emergencies. 
c. Promote use of U.S.-fiag liners. 
·ct. Provide technical and research and de

velopment services. 
e. Preserve the merchant reserve fleet. 
f. Train cadets to become merchant marine 

officers and assist State academies. 
Federal Aviation Administration will per

form the following functions transferred 
from the Federal Aviation Agency: 

a. Control navigable airspace, and regulate 
both civil and military operations in the in
terest ~f safety and efficiency for both. 

b. Operate a common system of air tramc 
control and navigation for both civil and 
m111tary aircraft. 

c. Conduct research and development for 
air navigation facilities, and their installa
tion and opera tlon. 

d. Register civil aircraft. 
e. Federal-aid airports program. 
f. Oivll supersonic transport program .. 
Federal Railroad Administration w111 per-

form the following functions: 
a. High-speed Ground Transportation pro

grams (from Commerce Department). 
b. Promote safety of employees and travel

ers on railroads (from ICC). 
c. Inspection of locomotives, signal sys

tems, and train brakes (from ICC). 
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U.S. Coast Guard will continue in the new 

Department esse~tlally as at present and be 
responsible for: 

a. Search and rescue operations. 
b. Merchant marine safety. 
c. M111tary readiness for time of emer-

gency or war. 
d. Aid~ to navigation for marine commerce. 
e. Port security program. 
f. Icebreaklng. 
g. Enforce or assist in enforcement of 

Federal laws. 
Otnce of Accident Investigati9n w111 per

form the following functions tra.ns!erred 
from Bureau of Safety (CAB) : 

a. Investigation of major accidents involv
ing civll aircraft occurring in the U.S. and its 
territories. 

b. Such other major transportation acci
dents as may be directed by the Secretary. 

National Transportation Safety Board will 
perform the following functions: 

a. Determination of cause or probable 
cause of transportation accidents and re
porting the facts, conditions and circum
stances relating to such accidents (from 
CAB, Coast Guard, ICC). 

b. Reviewing, on appeal, the suspension, 
amendment, modification, revocation, or 
dental of safety certificates issues by the Sec
retary (from CAB, Coast Guard). 

Assistant Secretaries. The Assistant Secre
taries wm be avallable for assignments which 
cut across departmental programs and re
quire otncials of Assistant Secretary status. 
The Assistant Secretaries could be used by 
the Secretary in such matters as the follow
ing: 

a. Long-range planning and pollcy devel
opment. 

b. Transportation technology and re
search. 

c. Public and congressional relations. 
d. Interagency and intergovernmental af-

fairs. 
e. International transportation atfalrs. 
f. Transportation safety. 
Assistant Secretary for Administration. 
a. Principal adviser for managerial and ad-

ministrative matters. 
b. Supertise administrative otnces which 

are established at the departmental level, 
i.e., personnel, audits, administrative serv-
ices, etc. · 

General Counsel 
a. Legal adviser to the Secretary on all 

matters pertaining to transportation. 
b. Chief legal omcer of the Department. 

APPENDIX B 
Method of calculation of assistance to the 

merchant marine for fiscal year 1966 
[In mill1ons of dollars] 
I. DIRECT ASSISTANCB 

Operating subsidies (new obllgatlonal 
authority for 1966 as shown in 1967 
Budget of United States (appendix, 
p. 257))-----------~-------------- 190.0 

Construction subsidies (new obllga-
ttonal authority for 1966 as shown in 
1967 Budget of United States (ap
pendix, p. 256))------------------- 182.0 Cargo preference ____________________ 160. 0 
(a) M111tary and Eximbank costs 

estimated at $70 m1111on. The rates for 
these cargoes are negotiated. We have 
developed a crude estimate of '$70 mtl
Uon, of which approximately 90 per
cent is m111tary. 

(b) Publlc Law 480 and AID cargoes. 
Cost to the United States of shipment 
of 50 percent of Public Law 480 cargoes 
on U.S. ships amounts to $85 mllllon in 
fiscal year 1966. These are shipping 
costs under titles I and IV net of reim
bursement in foreign currency at rates 
1f cargoes had been carried In foretgn 
shipts 

Method of calculation of assistance to the 
merchant marine for fiscal year 1966--con. 

[In millions of dollars] 
I. DIRECT ASSISTANCE 

Excess costs for the AID program 
were estimated a.t $5 mtllion. Updated 
1966 data indicate that the AID costs 
amounted to $15 mill1on which 
would increase the total cargo pref
erence cost to $170 m1llion. 
Other assistance-------------------- 41. 0 
(a) Free medical care ( estlma ted 

share for Merchant Marine of 
the total Public Health Service 
costs for seamen's medical care, 
including fishing industry, of 
$23.4 mill1on) ----------------- 16. 7 

(b) Merchant marine training: 
(1) Merchant Marine Acad

emy-1966 appropriation 
was . nearly $4 m1llion 
( 1967 budget, appendix, 
p.260)------------------ 5.6 

(2) State marine schools-1966 
( 1967 budget, appendix, 
p.260)------------------ 5.6 

(c) Research and development (1966 
obligations ( 1967 budget append1x, 
p. 258)) -------------------------- 8.9 

(d) Administration (administr~;~.tive ex-
pense portion· of the 1966 at>proprla-
tion for salaries and expenses ( 1967 
budget appendix, p. 254)) ---------- 9. 8 

II. INDmECT ASSISTANCE 

Cabotage• differential --------------- 135. 0 
The cabotage provisions of law re

strict the carriage of coastal and inter
coastal domestic waterborne cargo to 
U.S. ships. As in the case of foreign 
trade, U.S.-fiag shipping costs are sub
stantially higher than foreign-fiag 
costs. The protection given U.S. ship
ping in the domestic trades therefore 
provides a subsidy just as surely as do 
the explicit subsidies paid in foreign 
trade. The only difference is that the 
foreign trade subsidies are paid by the 
taxpayer while the cabotage subsidies 
are paid by the consumer. 

(NoTE.-This calculation is conserva
tive insofar as it ·omits the implicit 
subsidy which is involved in the re
quirement that all ships in the domestic 
trades be bullt in U.S. yards.) 

Cabotage allows opera tors to set 
higher rates on domestic cargo than 
would otherwise be the case. This dif
ferential has been estimated as though 
it were the equivalent of operating ~ub
sidies provided ships in competition 
with foreign operators. Estimate is on 
the basis of approximately 100 ships 
at $500,000 annual rate ($50 m1llion) 
and 200 tankers at 5/6 of this rate, to 
account for smaller crews ($85 mllllon). 
Tax advantages and mortgage insur-

ance ------------------------------ 15.0 
(a) Without ship mortgage insur- · 

ance, borrowers would pay higher 
interest rates. Estimated at one addi
tional percentage point, this would 
amount to $4.2 million on $421 mil
lion of outstanding mortgage balances 
and commitments as of June 30, 1965. 

(b) Tax deferrals are granted for 
certain funds deposited in capital or 
special reserve fUnds. Estimated that 
these deferrals in 1966 amounted to $11 
m11lion of a total of $80 mlllion depos
ited in or earned by these funds. 

•cabotage here means the restriction of 
transportation of goods between U.S. ports, 
to U.S. ships. Hence there is no foreign 
competition and transportation charges are 
higher. The difference is eventually paid 
by the U.S. consumer. 

APPENDIXC 

Statement showing the estimated operating 
differential subsidy payable and the con
struction differential subsidy payable from 
inception of the 1936 act, by years and 
cumulative to date 

[ln thousands of dollars] 
.. 

Operating subsidy Construction sub-
(A) sidy (B) 

Year 
Net Cumu-

payable lative to 
date 

1937---------- 2,637 ----------
1938----~----- 6,217 8,854 1939 __________ 4,269 13,123 1940 _________ 2,159 15,282 1941__ _____ ___ 1,300 16,582 1942 _________ _ 20 16,602 1943 __________ 

16,602 1944 __________ 
---------- 16,602 1945__ ________ ---------- 16,602 1946 __________ ---------- 16,602 

1947---------- 3,210 19,812 
1948 __________ 13,571 33,383 
1949 __________ 29,682 63,065 1950 ________ _.._ 48,626 111,691 
195!__ ________ 46,040 157,731 1952 __________ 63,548 221,279 1953 __________ 

93,340 314,619 
1954 _________ _ 104,510 419,129 1955 __________ 103,191 522,320 1956 _________ _ 

105,652 627,972 
1957---------- 120,378 748,350 1958 __________ 140,557 888,907 1959 __________ 159,483 1, 048,390 1960 _______ ___ 163,352 1, 211,742 1961__ _______ _ 168,996 1,380, 738 1962.. ________ 181,777 1, 562,515 
1963 __________ 194,899 1, 757,414 
1964 __________ 209,243 1, 966,657 1965__ ________ 208,578 2, 175,235 

Payable 

----------
------167-

9,143 
34,751 
36,424 
45,250 
19,968 
32,854 
75,949 
74,272 
6,841 
1,677 

16,722 
18,887 
9, 008 
1896 

5,538 
5,659 

16,014 
17,479 
27,338 
28,862 
73,018 

103,319 
141,061 
94,723 
78,934 
87,688 

Cumu-
lative to 

date 
---
----------
----------
----------

9,250 
44,001 
80,425 

125,675 
145,643 
178,497 
254,446 
328,718 
335,559 
337,236 
353,958 
372,M5 
381,853 

1380,957 
386,495 
392,154 
408,168 
425,647 
452,985 
481,M7 
554,865 
658,184 
799,24 5 

02 
0 

893,968 
972,9 

1, 060,59 

J Credit resulting from an adjustment reducing subsidY 
paid on SS United States. 

NoTE.-Operating subsidies and construction subsidies 
are shown above on a calendar year and fiscal year basis, 
respectively, since this is the manner in which these 
accounts are malntained for record purposes. The con· 
struction subsidies also include reconstruction subsidies 
for fiscal years 1955 through 1965 amounting to abou~ 
$43,700,000. 

APPENDIX D 

DEPARTMENT OP TRANSPORTATION 

Secretary. 
Under Secretary. 
Office of Accident Investigation. 
General Counsel. 
Assistant Secretary for Administration. 
Assistant Secretary. 
National Transportation Safety Board. 
Assistant Secretary. 
Assistant Secretary. 
AsSistant Secretary. 

OPERATING AGENCIES 

Federal Railroad Administration. 
Federal Highway Administration. 
Federal Maritime Administration. 
Federal Aviation Adm1nlstra.t1on. 
Ooast Guard. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Speaker, shortly 
within the next couple of days, we will 
be facing a b111 to establish a new De
partment of Transportation. One of the 
principal, if not the most controversial 
areas in this bill is whether we shall have, 
as part of the Department of Transporta
tion, the M·arltime Administration along 
with the Highway Administration, the 
Railroad Administration, the FeP,eral 
Aviation Administration and the Coast 
Guard, or whether it shall be stricken 
from the bill. I understand the Repub
Ucan policy committee has taken a posi
tion to strike this from the bill along with 
other amendments which they wtll o1fer. 

I want to speak at this time on the 
principle of why the Maritime Adminis-
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tration should be placed in the Depart
ment of Transportation. 
WHY THE MARITIME ADMINISTRATION SHOULD 

BE PLACED IN THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANS• 
PORTATION 

My State of California has three major 
harbor cities and a number of smaller 
ports. The three major cities handle 
more than 72 million tons of cargo a year. 
So we are talking about a maritime in
terest in California which is probably 
second to no other State than New York 
in tonnage. The three major harbor 
cities are Los Angeles, San Francisco, 
and San Diego. Los Angeles ranks third 
in U.S. harbor cities. 

For 24 years in the House I have voted 
for and supported merchant marine leg
islation and appropriations. 

So, I do not speak today as an oppo
nent to an adequate, efficient U.S. mer
chant marine for transportation in times 
of peace and war. 

I believe that the shipping interests 
and the maritime unions are making a 
colossal blunder in their desperation over 
the present deplorable state of their sick 
industry. 

Why is it sick? It is sick because free 
enterprise in the United States cannot 
meet foreign competition. It has not 
been able to meet competition even after 
receiving hundreds of millions of dollars 
in Federal subsidies. Any Member who 
has studied this problem must come to 
two conclusions: 

First. The U.S. merchant marine is a 
sick industry. 

Second. On a free-enterprise basis it 
cannot meet foreign competition. 

Then, if that Member is honest, he will 
admit that such shipping as we have now 
in the U.S. merchant marine depends, 
and has depended for the past 30 years, 
on direct and indirect Federal subsidies 
that have totaled almost $3 billion since 
World War!. . 

The calculation of Federal assistance, 
direct and indirect, to.taled $673 million 
for. the fiscal year 1966. 

These figures are from the Bureau of 
the Budget. 

The breakdown was: 
Direct subsidies-$482 million. 
Indirect assistance-$191 million. 
Now let me make it very clear at this 

point that the merchant marine has not 
been the only transportation mode which 
has been subsidized by the Federal Gov
ernment. 

Railroads, highway transportation, 
and air transportation modes have re
ceived billions in subsidies, direct and 
indirect. 

We all remember that every other sec
tion of public land was given to railroads 
along with thousands of miles of right-of
way . . · 
. We are now engaged in a 10-year pro

gram costing $50 billion in Federal sub
sidies for highways for the benefit of 
private and commercial automotive 
transportation. 

The Federal Government has spent bil
lions in the development of airplane en
gines and airframes for national defense 
purposes primarily, but the benefits of 

this technology have been presented on a 
silver platter to commerial airlines. In 
addition, we nave given hundreds of mil
lions in direct .subsidies to the airlines 
through airmail, airport construction, 
and the operation of FAA facilities. As 
a matter of fact, the FAA operation is 
costing the taxpayers $750 million per 
year. Now to be deducted from that 
amount is the figure of $200 mllllon, 
which comes ~ck as a re,sult of taxes on 
the airline tickets and other deductible 
income that the Government receives. 
So that leaves a taxpayer subsidy of $550 
million for the operation of the airport 
facilities and the subsidies to air traflic 
pattern controls, feeder lines, and .so 
forth. 

so let no one point the subsidy finger 
at maritime subsidies without consider
ing the comparative subsidies of rail, 
highway, and aviation. 

Let me emphasize that I am not fight
ing these maritime subsidies which, as I 
have said, have totaled over $3 billion 
since World War II, including $673 mil
lion in fiscal year 1966. 

Maybe it should have been $10 billion 
instead of $3 billion. I am not passing 
judgment on it. 

Various Presidents, various Congresses 
had the opportunity to double, treble, or 
quadruple that amount. 

But they did not. 
What this President, thi.s Congress, 

and future Presidents and Congresses in 
the next 30 years will do, I do not _know. 
But this I do know-and I want to get 
this point over very clearly, if I may
the retention of the Maritime Adminis
tration in the Department of Commerce, 
or its establishment in the Department of 
Transportation, or its establishment as 
an independent agency will not guaran
tee a magic cure for this sick industry. 

It is going to take more than placement 
in Government structure. 

It is going to take the combined action 
of the Congress and the executive branch 
to develop and fund a national transpor
tation policy which will include within it 
a great and dynamic shipping policy 
based on national need and national 
security. 

Until that policy is established and im
plemented by, Congress and the executive 
branch, the placement of the Maritime 
Administration iri the structure of Gov
ernment does not and will not be the 
magic cure-all .solution. 

Mr. JONAS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. I ·am happy to yield 
to the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. JONAS. I will strike this if the 
gentleman does not want it to come in 
the middle of his remarks. 

I meant to ask the gentleman to yield 
when he was talking about the airline 
subsidies. I was just afraid that the 
RECORD would not show the trunkline 
·airlines today are off subsidy. The only 
subsidies we are paying now are to the 
feeder lines. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. The gentleman ls 
correct. Currently that is the situation. 
However, ln years gone by there have 
been direct subsidies running into hun-

dreds of millions of dollars paid to the 
regularly scheduled airlines, as the gen
tleman knows. 

Mr. JONAS. That Is correct. I am 
not commenting on that. I know the 
gentleman is not attacking that particu
lar subject. But I did think the RECORD 
ought to show it, because we have had a 
lot of discussion in the last 2 days or 2 
weeks about airlines. 

I have been surprised that many peo
ple did not know these airlines were off 
subsidy and have not been receiving a 
subsidy for several years. The feeder 
lines are hoping to get into a financial 
condition to get off subsidy also. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. That is correct. I 
am glad the gentleman has brought out 
the point. 

The gentleman will also agree with 
me that Federal funds have financed bil
lions of dollars worth of research and 
development for airplane engines and 
airframes for our national defense, which 
were immediately made available to the 
commercial industry without investment 
on their part. Is that not correct? 

Mr. JONAS. That is correct. 
Mr. HOLIFIELD. I am not trying to 

portray anything here except the exact 
facts. When people point the finger of 
subsidy at the merchant marine I want 
them to know they can also point the 
finger of the subsidy charge against the 
railroads and against aviation as well as 
shipping, and against highway trans
portation, because every contribution 
which the Federal Government makes to 
the great roads system we are building 
goes to private users of the highways as 
well as commercial users. 

I am also aware, of course, that 
gasoline tax money comes back in to de
fray some of that subsidy over the years. 

Mr. JONAS. The gentleman is quite 
correct. I will agree that many of our 
activities are being subsidized today. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. I hope the gentle
man will read my remarks carefully to
morrow. 

The purpose of my remarks today is to 
point out that the placement of the Mari
time Administration where it is, in tbe 
Department of Commerce-which, of 
course, is a department with many in
terests-or as an independent agency will 
not solve the problem. 

Neither will it be solved completely by 
putting the Maritime Administration in 
the D~partment of Transportation, but 
by putting it in the Department of 
Transportation we will upgrade it from 
its present isolated position in the De
partment of Commerce, since it will be 
with the other modes of transportation 
in the department of government in
volved, with a direct line to the Cabinet 
Secretary to plead its case with the re·
spective committees of the Congress, and 
with a direct line to the President. 

This is the point I hope to get over to
day. I recognize there has been a tre
mendous amount of pressure put on 
Members of Congress. I have had it put 
on me. I come from a State which has 
a tremendous maritime business. I know 
what the unions are doing. I know the 
pressure they are putting on. 
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I say to the maritime unions that they 
are standing in their own light in re
sisting the moving of the Maritime Ad
ministration out of a relatively unre
lated Department, the Department of 
Commerce, which has many interests, 
and putting it into the one department 
with the only purpose of improving 
modes of transportation and coordinat
ing all modes of transportation so that 
this Nation can have a really coordi
nated national transportation policy, 
something which it has never before had. 
Transportation modes have grown up 
piecemeal. It is time to put all modes 
together in one Cabinet-level Depart
ment. 

The transportation industry amounts 
to about 20 percent of our gross national 
product. I suppose there are many hun
dreds of thousands or even millions of 
people hired in the. various ramifications 
of transportation. 

In fact, it ranks as fourth in impor
tance from the standpoint of funding
moneys, subsidies, and capital invest
ment. It ranks fourth among all the 
departments, of the 12 departments 
which would be Cabinet-level Depart
ments. 

I say to my friends who seek a more 
dynamic merchant marine, and I seek 
that same objective, that the key to prog
ress lies not in an isolated placement nor 
in an isolated fight for one mode of 
transportation. · 

It lies rather in the overall attention 
to transportation on land, air, and sea 
which a Department of Transportation 
is charged in H.R. 15963 to promote 
and develop. 

It lies in the purpose of this bill and 
the charge of responsibility which this 
Congress will place on the new Cabinet
level Secretary and his staff. 

Listen to the declaration of purpose 
in this bill. It is the mandate of duty 
and responsibility which Congress places 
upon the Secretary of Transportation: 

DECLARATION OF PURPOSE 

SEc. 2. The Congress hereby declares that 
the general welfare, the economic growth 
and stab111ty of the Nation and its security 
require the development and implementa
tion of national transportation policies and 
programs conducive to the provisions of fast, 
safe, efficient, and convenient transportation 
at the lowest cost consistent therewith and 
with other national objectives, including the 
efficient utilioo.tion and conservation of the 
Nation's resources. 

The Congress therefore finds that the es
tablishment of a Department of Transporta
tion is necessary in the public interest and 
to assure the coordinated, effective admin
istration of the transportation programs of 
the Federal Government; to fac111tate the 
development and improvement of coordi
nated transportation service, to be provided 
by private enterprise to the maximum extent 
feasible; to encourage cooperation of Fed
eral, State, and local governments, carriers, 
labor, and other interested parties toward 
the achievement of national transportation 
objectives; to stimulate tehcnological ad
vances in transportation; to provide general 
leadership in the identification and solution 
of transportation problems; and to develop 
and recommend national transportation 
policies and programs to accomplish these 
objectives with full and appropriate con
sideration of the needs of the public, users, 

carriers, industry, labor, and the national 
defense. 

Now let me say to my friends who have 
been attracted by the proposition that 
the ills of the maritime industry will be 
cured by creating an independent agency. 

Dq not fall into the trap of isolation. 
You cannot solve your problems in an 

isolated, fragmented position. 
Fragmentation of transportation is op

posed by the President, the Bureau of 
the Budget, the Secretary of Commerce, 
the Department of Army, Corps of En
gineers, Federal Maritime Administra
tion, the Association of American Rail
roads, American Trucking Association.s, 
Inc., National Brotherhood of Teamsters, 
the United States Chamber of Commerce, 
National Freight Traffic Association, 
Transportation Association of America, 
Airport Operators Council, New England 
Council-organization of five New Eng
land States-American Waterway Op
erators-Inland Waterway-National 
Defense Transportation Association, 
Grocery Manufacturers Association and 
many other groups-all of these entities 
have testified in favor of most of the 
provisions of this bill. 

It ·is my sincere judgment that the 
merchant marine has a better chance to 
win more chips in the game where the 
chips are being distributed than by 
playing solitaire in a side room. 

I say that as a friend of the merchant 
marine industry. 

I hope that the friends of the mer
chant · marine program will keep this 
fact in mind. Independent agencies
and listen to this-independent agencies 
have no preferred position in the budget 
process. All funding proposals are ad
justed to the final level of total expen
ditures in the fiscal year budget. That 
budget, which is sent to the Congress, 
has been approved by the President. 
The Congress can exceed the President's 
budget level, but it cannot force the 
President to expend the funds. 

Now I want to pose this question to the 
friends of a dynamic merchant marine 
program. I hope they will read my re
marks and I hope they will think about 
it before this bill comes to the floor. Do 
you really believe that the merchant ma
rine industry will fare better standing off 
by itself in a corner? Or will it fare 

· better as a coequal administration in 
this great new Department of Transpor
tation? That is where the Secretary 
wants it. That is where the Budget Bu
reau wants it. That is where the Presi
dent wants it. 

That is where more attention will be 
given to transportation problems-Cab
inet-level attention-not an admin
instrator down below on a subprestige 
level. That is where the chips are going 
to be. The Secretary of Transportation 
will be the President's principal adviser 
on all major transportation policies. 
Will the President listen more closely to 
his principal adviser, a member of his 
Cabinet, or to the administrator of a 
relatively small, independent agency? 
The answer is obvious. We in the Con
gress should not delude ourselves. I 
know that there has been strong pres
sure exerted. I have felt that pressure, 

too, even to the point of a threat to de
feat me in the coming election. But 
what we are trying to do today is to build 
for the future of the people of the United 
States. We are looking forward to a 
growth in population by the year 2000 
from 195 million to~ay to 362 million 
people. We are going to have to move 
those people and we are going to have to 
move the goods that they use. We are 
going to have to take care of the traffic 
congestion on the land, in the air and on 
the water. 

We are trying to lay the groundwork, 
the organization to develop national 
transportation policies and programs 
which will deal with the staggering prob
lems ahead. 

The Department of Transportation is 
in the mainstream of transportation 
progress. 

No part of the industry will prosper by 
complaining from the sidelines, by stand
ing aside and trying to go it alone. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker·, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. I will yield to the 
distinguished Speaker, from Massachu
setts. 

Mr. MCCORMACK. The gentleman 
made a very amazing statement a few 
minuteJ ago that he had been threatened 
by defeat. I understand the gentleman 
from California [Mr. HOLIFIELD], and 
two other Members, because of the exer
cise of their judgment and their con
science in connection with this bill, have 
been threatened with defeat. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. That is correct. 
Mr. McCORMACK. I do not want to 

put the name of the labor leader in at 
this time who made the threat, but I 
suggest that he had better reconsider 
that. He had better realize the impli
cations of what he said in threatening 
anybody in public life. It is one thing 
to try to convince people by logic and 
argument. It is another thing to 
threaten them, no matter who they a,re, 
whether in the field of labor or manage
ment or any other field. As one whose 
progressiveness has been consistent for 
38. years in this House, as one who is 
Speaker, it is my duty, I feel, to express 
my resentment of threats against any
one, against any Member. I strongly 
suggest to this particular gentleman that 
he reconsider the threat. I hope he made 
it emotionally, but I suggest that here
consider the threat. While he might dis
agree with the gentleman from Califor
nia [Mr. HOLIFIELD], and the other two 
Members, whose names I will not men
tion now, he should disagree without be
ing disagreeable. He certainly should 
realize the significant implications and 
the result of what he said. I hope what 
he said was emotional and I hope that 
the few remar~s I make on this occasion 
might cause him to pause and to realize 
that the remarks he made were intem
perate and emotional and did not rep
resent the settled feelings of his mind. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. I thank the distin
guished Speaker for his remarks. 

Mr. Speaker, I alluded to this rather 
casually, because, of course, as many 
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other Members of Congress have experi
enced, we have all had threats to defeat 
us in the forthcoming election. 

And, Mr. Speaker, I might say that 
these threats kind of run off my back 
like rain off the back of a duck. I do not 
pay a great deal of attention to them. 

Of oourse, Mr. Speaker, this statement 
was an emotional statement. This en
tire problem of Maritime Administration 
location is in the field of emotion. It is 
no longer logical. It is emotional. It is 
a desperate expedient to try to solve a 
problem in transportation in the mari
time industry which is caused by a com
plete lack of ability to compete economic
ally with foreign shippers even when our 
ships are subsidized up to 50 percent and 
the operation of those ships are sub
sidized to the extent of 75 percent, and 
when there are various other indirect 
subsidies such as insurance, cabotage, 
training of seamen, and other factors in
volved, Public Law 480 under which we 
ship grains to foreign countries in Amer
ican ship bottoms imposed a Federal su'Q
sidy of $75 million on our wheat ship
ments. 

Mr. Speaker, all of those things exist. 
It builds up to a cost of shipping position 
which is not competitive with foreign 
competitors and, therefore, has to be sub
sidized by the American taxpayer if we 
operate our ships. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not thinking about 
so much of the problem as to whether we 
should have a merchant marine or not. 
I subscribe to the policy that we should 
have a merchant marine and I subscribe 
to the policy that we should have a sub
sidized merchant marine. 

Mr. Speaker, the point I am making 
and to which I address myself today is 
how do we reach our goal of a dynamic 
merchant marine? Do we reach it 
through conferences held in the side 
room or do we get into the mainstream 
of transportation, where the attention of 
a Cabinet-level officer will be devoted to 
their problem? 

By the way, Mr. Speaker, the Secre
tary of this new Department is charged 
with wide transportation responsibilities, 
and let me read to the Members of the 
House the provisions contained in this 
legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I read as follows from 
the declaration of purpose of this leg
islation: 

SEC. 2. The Congress hereby declares that 
the general welfare, the economic growth 
and stBJb111ty of the Nation and its security 
require the development and implementa
tion of national transportation policies and 
programs conducive to the provision of fast, 
safe, efficient, and convenient transportation 
at the lowest cost consistent therewith and 
with other objectives--

It does not have to be competitive. 
We may have other national objectives 
that are overriding; and, of course, this 
has been the claim of those who have 
supported a dynamic merchant rna-
rine-
including the efilclent utlllzatlon and con
servation of th·e Nation's resources. 

The Congress therefore finds that the 
establishment of a Department of Transpor
tation 1s necessary in the public interest and 

to ·as&ure the coordinated, effective adminis
tration o! the transportation programs 0'! 
the Federal Government; to facilitate the 
development and improvement of coordi
nated transportation s·ervice, to be provided 
by private enterprise to the maximum ex
tent feasi·ble; to encourage cooperation o! 
Federal, State, and local governments, car
riers, labor, and other interested parties to
ward the achievement of national transpor
tation objectives; to stimulate technological 
advances in transportation; to provide gen
eral leadership in the identification and 
solution of transportation problems; and to 
develop and recommend national transpor
tation policies and programs to accomplish 
these objectives with full and appropriate 
consideration of the needs of the public, 
users, carriers, industry, labor, and the na
tional defense. 

Now that is the purpose of the bill. 
That is what the Secretary is .charged 
with. That is his responsibility. His at
tention is going to be given to this De
partment of Transportation. I ask each 
and every Member that has been im
portuned by the maritime shipping inter
ests-and some of them are for and some 
of them are against going into the Trans
portation Department, and by the mari
time unions-to consider very seriously 
whether the position they have taken is 
a wise position for their progress, or 
whether they want to get out by them
selves in a separate agency. They think 
they can get more attention out there 
and that they can get more appropria
tions for subsidies, more appropriations 
for the program. 

It is my considered opinion that the 
only way we are going to get a better 
American merchant marine is by the 
Congress and the executive branch work
ing together and industry working to
gether and the unions working together. 

Mr. Speaker, if they want to play the 
game of fragmentation, they take the re
sponsibility of future programs in their 
own hands. 

The Merchant Marine Committee does 
not have the power of annual authoriza
tion. The power of appropriation is in 
the House Appropriations Committee 
based on general authorization contained 
in the Merchant Marine Act of 1936, as 
amended. Are they going to ask for 
a $2 billion_ or a $3 billion authori
zation annually to build a great mer
chant marine? I do not know. If they 
bring it in and prove to me that it is in 
the interest of the Nation to do this, I 
will vote for it. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not against the mer
chant marine. But what I am for, is to 
try in this legislation t9 concentrate the 
attention of the Government and the 
Congress on the Department of Trans
portation whether it is in highways, rails, 
shipping, or aviation, and to solve all of 
the problems and to coordinate all of it 
together so we can develop a great na
tional transportation system. 

We in the Congress should not delude 
ourselves in the consideration of this 
matter. We are trying in the Depart
ment of Transportation to lay the ground 
work. The structural organizatAon in the 
Government at the highest level, the 
Cabinet level, to develop our national 
transportation policy and programs 

which will deal with the staggering prob
lems ahead. 

The Department of Transportation 
will be in the mainstream of transporta
tion progress. 

No part of the industry will prosper 
by complaining from the sidelines or by 
standing aside and trying to go it alone. 

Mr. Speaker I hope that when H.R. 
15963 is considered on Tuesday or 
Wednesday that the Members of this 
House will feel that your Committee on 
Government Operations has done a good 
legislative job and that they will be able 
to support the bill. 

A REVIEW OF SPAIN'S CASE ON 
NATO 

The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. 
KREBS). Under previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
SIKES] is recognized for 20 minutes. 

Mr. SIKES. Mr. Speaker, on a num
ber of occasions I have addressed the 
House on the important additional con
tributions Spain could make to the de
fense of the North Atlantic area if ad
mitted to membership in NATO. I say 
additional because Spain, for the past 13 
years, has been making very significant 
contributions to Western defense in 
many ways and especially through the 
bilateral defense agreement with the 
United States. I have been assured 
Spain has fulfilled its responsibilities on 
defense cooperation with the United 
States under the 1953 defense agreement 
in an outstanding manner. The agree
ment was renewed for 5 years in 1963 and 
today we continue to receive Spain's loyal 
cooperation. 

In the current difficult period of tran
sition when European defense is under
going study and revision, a step made 
necessary by the disappointing actions of 
the French Government, it is natural 
that the question of Spain's role in NATO 
should again arise. It is because of the 
importance of European defense to our 
own security that I again wish to speak 
of a possible new role for Spain in At
lantic and Mediterranean defense. 

It should be noted that Spain has never 
formally applied for membership in 
NATO and probably would not do so un
less acceptance were assured. Spain 
,nevertheless participJtteS in the Western 
defense system through bilateral defense 
agreements with two members of the 
NATO alliance-the United Sta.tes and 
Portugal. 

The Congress of the United States has 
long been aware of the value of the con
tribution Spain would make as a full 
NATO partner. This awareness is evi
denced by the resolution favoring Span
ish membership in NATO passed by the 
House of Representatives of the 84th 
Congress; by a similar joint resolution 
approved by both Houses of the 85th 
Congress, and by the two resolutions 
which were introduced, one by Congress
woman KELLY, and the other by Con
gressman Walter, in the 86th Congress. 
Many Members of the Congre~ continue 
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.to view this subject as one of consider
able importance to this country and to 
our allies. I am one who .. holds this view. 

In my own case, I have made known 
my interest in greater Spanish defense 
participation to the executive branch, 
-which assures me that it is the policy 
of this Government that Spain belongs 
in NATO. I have reviewed the problems 
which complicate the attainment of this 
policy goal. The same obstacles have 
delayed Spanish NATO membership all 
these years. Article 10 of the North At
lantic Treaty states: 

The Parties may, by unanimous agreement, 
invite any other European state in a position 
to further the principles of this Treaty and 
to contribute to the security of the North 
Atlantic area to accede to this Treaty. 

There are some members of NATO who 
remain opposed to extending an invita
tion to Sp~in to join NATO. Their op
position is based on ideological grounds. 
Because of the rule of unanimity, Span
ish membership can be accomplished 
only with the consent of all the member 
nations. The problem is therefore essen
tially one of persuading the member na
tions concerned to review the situation 
as it relates to Spain in the light of to
day's realities and not on the basis of 
old rancors. 

As the governments of Europe review 
and weigh the problems of assuring their 
own security through a joint defense sys
·tem, I feel confident more and more 
Europeans, when they think of Spain and 
Europe, will focus less on ideological con
siderations and more on Spain's unique 
strategic location, on the actual and po
tential strength of the Spanish armed 
forces, on the firm anti-Communist 
stand of the Spanish Government, on the 
rapid evolutionary changes taking place 
in Spain, and on the wisdom of hastening 
Spain's full integration into Europe. It 
is at this point that stronger insistence 
on the part of the United States is es
sential. Our Government knows these 
things. The European governments 
know them. Vigorous efforts on the part 
of the American Government can serve as 
the catalyst which brings about full 
agreement on the need for Spain and 
NATO. Once the problem is seen in the 
proper light I feel certain that the long 
delay in making -full use of Spain's po
tential contribution to the security of the 
North Atlantic will, ehd. 

Presently, U.S. Armed Forces in Spain 
do not come under NATO command and 
are not available for use in the NATO 
area. With the inclusion of Spain in 
NATO, the Atlantic alliance could count 
on a member whose geographic location 
1s of particular strategic importance to 
the defense of the West; where already 
constructed military facilities would con
tribute greatly to NATO's defense in-
frastructure; and where over one-quarter 
million m111tary and naval forces--army 
201,000; navY 46,000; air force 38,500-
would be an effective boost to the mili
tary strength of the NATO area. 

When I speak of Spanish integration 
into the mUitary structure of Europe, I 
refer also to the importance of integrat-

ing Spain fully into Europe in other ways 
as well. Our 1953 economic agreement 
with Spain stated in its preamble that-

Individual Uberty, free institutions and 
genuine' independence in all countries, as 
wen as defense against aggression, rest largely 
on the establishment of a sound eco;nomy. 

The able, young government officials 
now directing Spain's economic renais
sance are anxious for Spain to enter fully 
into the economic system of the Euro
pean Common Market. The Common 
Market has taken major steps toward 
tr-ue economic integration. But the ful
fillment of its great promise wlll require 
the addition of other nations of Europe. 

I am convinced that Spain's eventual 
adherence to the Common Market will 
serve European unity and economic and 
political stability. Spain's economic in
tegration into Europe will certainly speed 
the notable social, economic, and politi
cal evolution that has already taken 
place in Spain. The question of Spain's 
relationship to the EEC is again current 
and I will follow with gteat interest the 
outcome of the coming deliberations on 
this subject. 

Then finally, let me return to the fact 
that U.S. base rights in Spain expire in 
1968. Because of the changing defense 
picture in Europe, the renewal of those 
base rights -is probably more essential 
today than at any · time during their 
existence. The presence of U.S. forces 
in Spain is important both to Spain and 
to the United States. But it takes no 
particular stret.ch of the imagination to 
realize that the principal advantage is 
to the United States, as long as we must 
maintain our commitments for the de
fense of Europe. There is no more cer
tain way to assure a renewal of our fine 
alliance with Spain than to work more 
realistically toward the admission of 
Spain to NATO and to the European 
Common Market. ; 

Eemarkably enough, Europe in this 
case would be the principal beneficiary 
and it is strange indeed that there is re
luctance in any quarter on the Continent 
to make Spain a full-fledged partner. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent that the gentleman from 
New York LMr. HoRTON] may extend his 
remarks at this point in the RECORD and 
include extraneous matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HORTON. Mr. Speaker, I regret 

that I was not present for the final vote-
roll No. 232---on the Highway Safety Act 
of 1966, H.R. 13290. Had I been present, 
I would have voted "yea" on this 
measure. 

At the time of the vote, I was enroute 
to hearings of the Government Opera
tions Subcommittee on Natural Re
sources and Power, on which I serve as 
ranking minority member. The subcom
mittee held hearings in upstate New 
York to investigate water pollution prob
lems there. 

CLEAR STRONG CALL FOR LEAD
ERSHIP IN NATION'S ECONOMIC 
LIFE; 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. ELLSWORTH] may ex
tend his remarks at this point in the 
RECORD and include extraneous matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 

Henry C. Wallich, distinguished member 
of President Eisenhower's Council of 
Economic Advisers, has pointed up the 
critical importance of government lead
ership in the Nation's economic life. 
Writing in the August 22 issue of News
week magazine, Mr. Wa.llich says: 

Now the logic of the guideposts has wilted 
in an overheated atmosphere. The Ad
ministration coUld have prevented this last 
winter by cooling off the economy with a 
tax increase instead of letting it go into a 
super-boom. Thus, the root cause of the 
inadequate behavior of labor and business 
is an inadequate government performance. 
Every country Ultimately gets the 1ntlation 
it deserves. 

The administration and the Congress 
should lose no time in designing· a work
able way of dealing with the new prob
lems of the economy of the sixties. We 
can no longer rely on the shibboleths of 
the thirties. The effective use of guide
posts by our National Government, to
gether with flexible fiscal weapons-
these are· the crying needs of the day. 

I include Mr, Wallich's full text at this 
point, and urge my colleagues to read 
and heed: 

DEsERT GUIDEPOSTS 

(By Henry 0. Wal11ch) 
The guideposts on wages and prices re

cently have been the subject of unlament
ing obituaries. They died, it is said, from a 
.lack of support by the Administration in the 
airline machinists• strike. The steel price 
increase put the last nail into their coftln. 

These death notices are exaggerated. 
Road signs can be disregarded, but that does 
not make them disappear. The guideposts 
point the road to stable prices. If now we 
take the turnoff marked "Inflation," that 
being the line of least resistance as well as 
ultimately most trouble, how does that alter 
the guideposts? One cannot repeal economlc 
arithmetic. 

The guideposts say, bro.adly, that the price 
lev~l will be stable if union gains do not ex
ceed average productivity increases and U 
businessmen keep their profit margins con
stant. To the airline machinists, therefore, 
the guideposts say that their wage increases 
should not be determined by the 6 per cent 
or so productivity gain in the industry, but 
should be limited to 8.2 per cent. To the 
airline operators the guideposts say tha.t 
their above-average productivity gains shoUld 
be passed on to the public through lower 
fares. Because the operators have not done 
this, their profits have skyrocketed. Because 
the machinists see these profits. they ca.n hold 
out for their pound of flesh with every hope 
of success. 

In some industries productivity gains are 
small or zero. Since they cannot deny their 
workers wage increases when others are get· 
ttng them, they must raise their prices. The 
guideposts fln.d nothing wrong with this. 
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But to keep the price level stable when ·some 
prices go up, ot:qer :r;>rices mus~ co~ doWn. 
This essential pa.rt of the mecha.nlsm bust
~ess has largely fa.lled to implement. 

PROFITS TOO HIGH " · ·· 

The evidence 1s . on ·the financial pa.ges 
every day . . Profits have been rising rapidly, 
faster than the GNP. Their rel'atton to the 
GNP is now higher than at any time since 
the middle '50s. Prices keep going up. 
Meanwhlle, high profits have pushed in
vestment in plant and equipment to un
sustainable heights and are now provoking 
excessive wage demands. 

Thus, though·it is labor that is most osten
tatiously turning its back upon the guide
posts; it 1s business ' that has done a, large 
part of the ·damage. And within business, 
the damage has been done by the high-profit 
industries that would not cut prices. It has 
not been done by the hapless s~el industry 
Whose profits have been squeezed and whose 
securities go begging. 

BUSINESS NOT CONSISTENT 

Businessmen plead that in today's super
boom, prices are forced up by s.trong demand. 
This gratifying attachment to the laws of the 
market would carry conviction if it were pre
served also when demand is weak. But in 
recessions, large firms use their market 
power to keep prices up. They then argue 
that they must do so to cover their costs. 
Business cannot consistently have it both 
ways: to use market power in recessions and 
act like barefooted little competitors in 
bocims. If price maintenance is justifiable 
in rete'ssions, in violation of the laws of' sup
ply and demand, then price restraint is called 
for in booms. In this view, the guideposts 
are consistent even when demand is strong. 
· Now the guideposts will be doctored some
in an overheated atmosphere. The Adrilints
tration could have prevented this last winter 
by cooling off the economy with a ta:r increase 
instead of letting it go into a superboom. 
Thus, the root cause of the inadequate oe
havior of labor arid business is an inadequate 
government performance. Every · country 
ultimately gets the infiation it deserves. · 

Now the guideposts will be doctored some
how, to give them greater "flexibility." If 
that means anything, 1t means to build infla
tion into the system. It will make business 
and labor believe that their behavior is not 

· inflationary when in fact it is. It will con
fuse people about the elementary fact that 
wages must be based on natonwide produc
tivity gains and not those Of particular in• 
dustries. We shall end by trying to make 
ourselves believe we don't have much infla
tion so long as we can find another country 
that has more. Far better to leave the guide
posts as they are, an honest standard, arid 
by their help try to find our way back to 
stability knowing that for a time we shall be 
wandering in the desert of infiation. 

THE PAPERS AND LABOR 
Mr. RONCALIO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BINGHAM] may ex
tend his remarks at this point in the 
RECORD and include extraneous matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Wyoming? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I join 

with those who mourn the passing of the 
New York Herald Tribune. This ·was a 
distinguished and historic newspaper, for 
which I had the honor long ago to be a 
kind of roving correspondent, and it is a 

tragedy tliat it should be leaving the New 
York scene. 

In a remarkable article in Sunday's 
New York Times, Mr. A·. H. Raskin de
scribes the complex series of events in 
the current strike which led to this result. 
The article is worth reading because of 
the light it casts on the truly stagger
ing difficulties that militate against a 
prompt settlement in disputes such as 
this. 

Mr. Raskin observes that: 
Since the termination notice, the unions 

have been informing their members that the 
publishers never ·had any genuine . thought 
of bringing out the Tribune and were merely 
seekfng an opportunity to blame its death 
on the strike. 

He goes on to say, however, that the 
evidence "points strongly in the oppo
site direction." 

In some of our most renowned unions, 
the leadership has over the years given 
great consideration to the economic dif
ficulties facing hard-pressed employers. 
In New York City today, many good 
newspapermen face the loss of their jobs 
because their leaders-perhaps because 
of internal political difficulties-chose to 
ignore the dangers. It all goes to show 
that, in labor relations, as in many other 
fields of activity, it pays to recognize 
realities. 

Mr. Raskin's article foliows: 
THE PAPERS AND LABOR-CLOSING OF TRmUNE 

FAll.S To CLEAR WAY TOWARD A SOLUTION OF 
UNION PROBLEMs-VARIED PROBLEMS REMAIN 
IN MERGER-ExTENDED NEGOTIATIONS BRING 
FEARS OF RECURRENCE OF A CITYWIDE CRISIS 
IN 1967 

(By A. H. Rashkin) 
"Neither side has yet learned a thing. Both 

the unions and the publishers can tell you 
everything the other guy is doing wrong, but 
there is still no sign they'll ev-er get to
gether--even to the point of knowing what 
it 1s they're fighting about." 

That was the somber comment of one of 
New York's most sophisticated labor leaders 
after the dewth last Monday of The New 
York Herald Tribune, the latest casualty in 
four years of running warfare between the 
city's newspaper publishers and the 10 undons 
with which they deal. 

The decision never to reopen The Herald 
Tribune, announced on the 113th day of a 
strike against the merged corporation of 
which it had become a part, has ,failed to 
bring any hint of a s.wlft breakthrough 
toward publication of the afternoon and Sun
day pa.pers the new rompany still hopes to 
issue. 

Nine unions have indicated that they expect 
little trouble in retailoring the tentative 
pacts they had made before The Herald 
Tribune's demise. But Printing Pressmen's 
Union No.2, the lone holdout, is still exercis
ing what the head of a brother union calls 
a "Gromyko veto" over the desire of all the 
others to end the tie-up quickly. 

The pressmen got to the lip of an agree
ment two weeks a.go on a bonus of $10 to 
$11 eaoh week as a buy-out of the union's key 
demand-a cut in the standard Saturday
night work shift from eight hours to sdx and 
a half. But the negotiations blew up in a 
dispute over whether the payment should 
apply for the duration of the immediate con
tract or forever. 

Now the union has reverted to its original 
insistence on shorter Saturday-night sched
ul~. and the situation is back in the deep 
freeze. No matter how the confiict 1s finally 
resolved, it seems likely to entail concessions 

so far beyond those embodied in the ot.her 
prospecrtfve agreements that its 'announce
ment will bring clamor for more money from 
all the unions now theoretically ready to sign. 

The danger of such a chain reaction raises 
the possibility that the new · Sunday World 
Journal -Tribune may be add-ed to the death 
list without ever getting its first edition on 
the newsstands. "There is that risk," a com
pany executive warns. 

The rancorous course of the negotiations 
and the uncertainty about when they will 
end have added heavily to fears of a new 
labor-management crisis when union con
tr.acts covering all major metropolitan dailies 
expire next March 30, less than eight months 
away.. Some mediators in close touch with 
the situation are worried that the ta:lks with 
the new corporation may stretch out so long 
that they will telescope inJto the ~itywide 
negotiations. ·others are appreliensive lest 
the entire new venture "go down the dTain." 

. TRIALS ANll TRIUMPHS 

In his weeks of frustration as Mayor Lind
say's ·special represent8.tive in the strike, 
David L. Cple's . '1;houghts have often turned 
to wrl~ng a . book about his trials and trt..: 
umphs in a qtia.rter ce11-tury of industrial 
pea.cemaking. 

Only one chapter has taken clear shape 
in his mind. It will be entitled ''Strikes I 
Have Hated," a;nd it assigns first pla.ce to 
his marathon engagement with the merged 
corporation and the newspaper unions. 

The sense of. helplessness that. enveloped 
Mr. Oole as the 10 sets otn~otia.tions limped 
along in wpat .he came to consi~er "a ;ra.ce to 
be l~t" has' been shared by virtually all of 
the country's top mediators,. includ~ng Bee; 
retary of ;Labor W. Willard Wirtz, since this 
cilty's newsp·apers and the unions began 
thej,r series ?f power struggles wi~h the 114-
day printers' ~trike of 1962-63-a strike now 
eclipsed in length by the shutdown of the 
new company. 

So widespread is the defeatist feeling that 
when 1fhe Mayqr explored; early 1n the World 
Journal Tribune tie-up. the possib,llity of 
brin~ng in Assistant Secretary . of Labor 
James J. R~ynolds .to seek a settlement, t;he 
word that came ba.ck from Mr: Reynolds was: 
"I'm not coming in unless LBJ orders me 
to.·~ 

The record of the latest contuct combines 
most of the familiar elements of miscalcu
lation, fumbled peace opportunities and in
ternal divisions on both sides that have be
come standard in New York newspa~r labor 
relations. W}lat differentiated this one, 
however, was that it represented the . first 
time in the country that a war pf economic 
attrition had grown out of publisher attempts 
to build a solvent enterprise :through the 
consolidation of papers that were drowning 
in red ink. 

~0 SENSE OF URGENcrr 
In other major cities in whioh fading cir~ 

culation and advertising have prompted 
mergers, arrangements for integrating staffs 
and protecting displaced employes have been: 
agreed upon without strikes. Here the dan
ger that a prolonged shutdown might raise 
the death toll in newspapers and jobs failed 
to kindle any evident sense of 'urgency on 
either side. 

The underlying factors are important both 
as explanations of why the tie-up has al
ready lasted nearly four months and as por
tents of the difHculties that may cause a new 
test on a citywide basis next March 30. The 
new publishing concern will have to go 
through another set of negotiations then, 
alopg with the other members of the Pub
lishers ~elation of New York City-The 
New York Times, The Daily News, The Long 
Island Daily Press and The Long Island Star
Journal. 

The aim of the consolldated company 
when it started barga1n1ng with the unions 
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after the merger announcement March 21, 
was to issue one morning, one afternoon and 
one Sunday paper with 2,235 fewer workers 
in all union categories than the 4,728 then 
engaged in putting out three daily and two 
Sunday papers. 

The merging units-the morning and 
Sunday Herald Tribune, owned by John Hay 
Whitney through the Whitney Communica
tions Corporation; Hearst's afternoon and 
Sunday Journal-American and Scripps-How
ard's afternoon World-Telegram and The 
Sun-had been operated at a combined loss 
of about $10-million a year. Economies 
were proposed to cut the direct wage bill by 
upward of $15-million a year; reductions in 
obligations for pensions, vacations and other 
fringe benefits would bring the over-all an
nual saving to roughly $20-million. 

The new partners realtzed at the outset 
that they faced three major union hurdles. 

The first was the resistance of the New 
York Newspaper Guild, a semi-industrial 
union made up of editorial, business office 
and maintenance employes, to any major de
parture from seniority in deciding which of 
its members were to be kept. In the me
chanical departments the merged company 
raised no question about adhering to the 
seniority principle. But it feared that many 
of the most talented young reporters, copy 
editors, photographers and advertising sales
men would have to be sacrificed in favor of 
deadwood if it could not negotiate substan
tial exceptions with the guild. 

So apprehensive was the guild about the 
probable extent of these breaches of senior
ity that it had refused for a year to sign 
contracts with any of the three papers. In 
that way it kept its freedom to strike if they 
did fuse on terms the guild considered harm
ful. 

The second big union hurdle was the dis
satisfaction of the mechanical crafts over 
the disparity ' between the severance pay
ments to which their uprooted members 
were entitled under their old -contracts and 
those that would go to guild members. The 
pacts covering printers, pressmen, drivers 
and other craft groups uniformly provided 
three weeks of separation pay; the guild 
standard was two weeks' pay for each year 
of service. · 

The third problem stemmed from the new 
company's eagerness to institute a "one
hook" operation in its consolidated compos
ing room as a means of avoiding costly re
production of type for news and ads. What 
the merged group wanted, in effect, was au
thority to conduct all its typesetting and 
other printing activities as if it were putting 
out just one paper. The typepsetting would 
thus figuratively take the material to be 
set from one "hook," rather than several. 

On that basis, the morning paper would 
be free to use sports box scores, stock tables 
or other matter that had been set for use 
in the afternoon paper. The same inter
changeab111ty would apply to the Sunday 
paper. 

TURN FIRST TO POWERS 

Comparable fiexib111ty was desired in all 
other mechanical departments in the inter
est of economy and efficiency. The impor
tance of these arrangements, of course, 
rested on having a morning as well as an 
afternoon paper. Without The Herald Trib
une their value became virtually nil. 

The owners decided that the best approach 
to settling all their problems in. the month 
before April 25, the 'eLate they piclled to bring 
out the new papers, was to seek their first 
agreement with Betram A. Powers, president 
of New York Typographical Union 6. This . 
decision did not spring from any belief that 
the Powers union had the most valid case; 
on the contrary, the publishers were con
vinced that the. printers had no legi~ip1ate 
claim-undeJ;' their o!d contracts or the rules 

of their parent union-to any extra benefits 
for either severance or reproduction of 
advertising. 

However, the plain lesson of all the recent 
conflicts in New York has been that Mr. 
Powers is the dominant force among the 10 
newspaper unions and that any effort to 
bypass him winds up in expensive complica
tions for the employers. 

In the 114-day strike he broke the follow
the-leader pattern through which all the 
mechanical unions had been obliged. to ac
cept pay packages fixed in earlier negotia
tions with the guild. In March of last year 
the Publishers Association papers gave him 
a veto over the introduction of computers or 
other automated equipment. Then, angry 
over their own miscue, the publishers shifted 
direction and initiated tentative money set
tlements with the guild and four other 
unions providing $10.50-a-week increases over 
a two-year period. 

The sole effect of their diversionary tactic 
was to jack up Mr. Power's settlement price. 
The papers finally gav.e the printers $12 a 
week. In the process they raised the ante 
for all the other unions. 

ONE CHILLING ISSUE 

The World Journal Tribune talks got off to 
a brisk start. All but one of the 22 issues 
on the negotiating table, including the full 
range of questions connected with a "one
hook" operation, were agreed upon nearly 
two weeks before the strike deadline. The 
only unsettled matter was that of additional 
severance pay, and on that management 
froze under circumstances that had a chilling 
effect on the whole dispute. 

The chief employer negotiator is Matt 
Meyer of The World-Telegram and The Sun, 
president of the merged corporation, whose 
skllls in substituting moderation and ration
ality for emotional embattlement have 
caused him to rise steadily in publisher and 
union regard during the four years of city
wide labor turmoil. Mr. Meyer enlisted the 
help of John J. Gaherin, president of the 
Publishers Association, as a kind of all-pur
pose expert even though the association was 
not officially involved. 

At a private breakfast conference soon 
after the negotiations began, Mr. Powers told 
Mr. Gaherin ·that he felt it might speed 
things along to bring in a mutually accept
able mediator. Mr. Gaherin agreed. "How 
do you feel about. Kheel ?" the union chief 
asked. Theodore W. Kheel, who was former 
Mayor Rol:>ert F. Wagner's principal labor 
troubleshooter, had played a pivotal role in 
settling the earlier newspaper confiicts. Mr. 
Gaherin said Mr. Kheel seemed the logical 
selection, but he would have to check with 
the new corporation. 

The three owners agreed, though not with
out some private grumbling that Mr. Kheel 
was "too friendly to -the unions." · Mr. Ga
herin then talked with the mediator in be
half of both sides. Mr. Kheel did not leap at 
th~ opportunity; He emphasized that . the 
importance of newspapers to the community 
made it desirable that any mediator be 
named by Mayor Lindsay. Finally, however, 
he accepted with the understanding that his 
activity would be off the record. 

At that time, the cbmpany had agreed to 
payments totaling $550,000 as a lump-sum 
settlement with the ·printers. The bulk of 
the money was intended as a buy-out of the 
union's claims for reproduction pay in the 
composing room, thus assuring the publishers 
the operating freedom they needed. · 

Most of the rest was intended to compen
sate the union's pension and welfare fund 
for employer payments that would be lost 
through the elimination of 400 printers from 
tJ;le total of 900 ~ri the old papers. ; 
· It had been assumed on both sides that 

something ,mote would be ~ded to take care 

of the union's demand for more than three 
weeks of severance. However, when Mr. 
Meyer sought guidellnes from the three pro
prietors, he got a rude jolt. 

From an owners' conference came word 
that $550,000 represented pretty much all 
the cash they believed ought to go into a 
final agreement. The view inside the cor
poration was that, under the "me-too" prin
ciple that governed interunton relations 1n 
the newspapers, anything that Mr. Powers 
got would have to be multiplled by five be
fore contracts could be concluded to cover 
all other unionized groups. 

The owners belleved also that Mr. Powers 
had "outfoxed" Mr. Meyer by creating the 
impression that setting a high figure on the 
buy-out of reproduction rights would take 
most of the heat out of his drive for extra 
severance. The suspicions created on the 
corporate side were matched on the union 
side when it became evident "t;hat Mr. Meyer's 
hands had been tied. 

Mr. Kheel started a two-P,ronged peace of
fensive to break this deadlock. One prong 
was directed at bringing down the union's 
8/Sking price, the other at convincing the 
employers they could draw a line between 
benefits for the printers alone as a quid pro 
quo for the "one-hook" deal and those, like 
severance and pension supplements, that 
w:ould obviously have to go to all other 
unions, too. 

ON THE RECORD--AND OFF 

For the record, Mr. Powers would not 
agree to less than 11% weeks of extra sepa
ration pay. Each week represented a poten
tial cost to the new company of $64,000. 
When added to the original $550,000, this 
brought Mr. Powers' formal price to slightly 
under $1.3-million. However, through the 
arcane sign language of collective bargain
ing, he made it known to Mr. Khee1 that he · 
would go along with a settlement based on 
six weeks of extra severance and a total cost 
of $1-million. 

Under the complex arithmetic the two men 
evolved, $600,000 would apply to all unions 
and $400,000 to the printers alone. Through 
this dickering, Mr. Meyer was kept under 
wraps by his principals. However, he indi
cated that if Mr. Powers would chop the 
printers' aggregate demand to $750,000 he 
would battle for management acceptance. 

Mr. Kheel hammered away at the argu
ment that the company would get a 
"cheaper" settlement on an overall basis 1f 
it took the double-column approach and 
gave Mr. Powers the $1 mi111on he had pri
vately signified wt111ngness to accept. The 
Kheel reasoning was that application of the 
five-time multiplier would transform the 
$750,000 into $3.5 m1111on in above-contract 
payments by the time the last union signed. 

If the Kheel-Powers theory of separabntty 
of benefits held good, the price of a final 
accord for all unions would be $3 m11lion in 
general payments, plus $400,000 for the 
printers alone. This would cut $100,000 from 
the sum Mr. Meyer had indicated he was 
prepared to pay. 

Mr. Meyer and Mr. Gaherin were far from 
sure of the theory's validity. Their experi
ence had left them with little doubt that 
each union would find a basis for conjuring 
up specialized demands to get every penny 
the printers got. Nevertheless, they were 
pleased that Mr. Powers was giving .them the 
fiexibillty of composing-room practice they 
deemed vital to economical operation. 

Again, however, the employer negotiators 
found themselves blocked by the directors 
when they sought authority for bargaining 
based on the Kheel proposal. The chief foe 
inside the corporation was Walter N. Thayer, 
president of The Herald Tribune. He had 
long been an articulate exponent of the view 
that all the city's publishers were lettin'g 
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themselves be pushed around by Mr. Powers 
and that it was time to demonstrate that 
they knew how to fight. 

The intensity of the feelings that he and 
Mr. Whitney held on this score had been an 
underlying factor in The Herald Tribune's 
decision to quit the Publishers Association in 
the middle of a 24-day guild strike against 
The Times last fall. In the World Journal 
Tribune situation Mr. Thayer suspected that 
Mr. Kheel and Mr. Powers were in league to 
tempt the company into concessions that 
would finally get the settlement up close to 
the $1.3 mill1on figure that still remained 
Mr. Powers' official asking price. The ·Thayer 
View prevailed. 

The corporation executives, in a secret 
meeting With Mayor Lindsay, urged his in
tervention to head off a strike. They ex
pressed Willingness to submit the entire dis
pute to fact-finding, but they emphasized 
that they did not want Mr. Kheel as fact
finder. They explained that they had ac
cepted him as mediator only because he en
joyed Mr. Powers' favor, and they feared that 
any recommendations he put forward as 
fact-finder would be "too expensive." Mr. 
Thayer, who had been the Mayor's finance 
chairman in the 1965 municipal campaign, 
acted as principal spokesman, but no dissent 
was voiced. 

MAYOR ENTERS SITUATION 
On April 22, just 48 hours before the sched

uled posting of guild pickets, Mr. Lindsay 
stepped in publicly by calling management 
and union negotiators to City Hall. He did 
not invite Mr. Kheel to attend. The Mayor's 
only proposal was that the merger's effective 
date be postponed, but the three papers re
sponded that their decision was "ir·revocable." 

The next day the Mayor was joined in his 
peace efforts by Governor Rockefeller and 
New York's two Senators, JACOB K. JAVITS and 
ROBERT F. KENNEDY. They issued a collective 
plea for avoiding a shutdown through ac
ceptance by both sides of settlement recom
mendations from "some impartial person or 
persons ;familiar with the facts and issues 
lndispwte." 

That sounded like a prescription for Mr. 
Kheel, the only outsider who could be con
sidered "familiar with the facts and issues 
in dispute." But soundings by Senator 
JAVITS disclosed thait while the company 
officials still favored fact-finding, they would 
consider it "extremely unfriendly" to have 
Mr. Kheel in that role. 

Mr. Kheel, unaware of the publisher veto 
of him, told the Senator that it would "stop 
everything" to appoint a fact-finding panel 
without intimate knowledge of the contro
versy. Mr. Powers made it plain that he 
would not object to proposals by Mr. Kheel, 
but that he had no intention of entrusting 
the power of recommendation to a stranger. 
The nine other unions were cool to fact-find
ing on any basis. 

SUSPENSION EXPECTED 
At 4 p. m. on April 24 the guild, the only 

union clearly without contractual commit
ment to stay at work, established its picket 
lines. Instead of adding urgency to the 
search for a settlement, this development had 
the paradoxical effect of eas-ing the pressure 
on most of the unions to reach a settlement. 
The explanation lay in a publisher action 
that came as a surprise to both Mr. Kheel 
and the unions. 

They ha.'d taken for granted that the other 
papers in the Publishers Association would 
shut down in sympathy with the World 
Journal Tribune. Such shutdowns had be
come an almost automatic tactic of collec
tive defense by the newspapers against the 
"blood brotherhood" that the 10 unions had 
formed in a guild strike at The World-Tele
gram and The Sun in 1950. 

A week before the strike deadline, the new 
corporation had been admitted to the asso
ciation. The statement announcing its ad
mission encouraged the belief that the other 
papers would rally 'round if the new papers 
were kept from publishing, although it was 
emphasized that no definite decision would 
be made until after an "11th-hour look" -at 
the circumstances surrounding any stop
page. 

Suspension by all the association papers 
would leave the afternoon New York Post, 
which quit the association during the 114-
day strike, as the only newspaper of general 
circulation in the city and would vastly in
crease the unions' burden of unemployment 
and strike benefits. Mr. Kheel used the "im
minence" of a general tie-up to stimulate 
union interest in a swift agreement. 

What neither the mediator nor any of the 
unions knew was that the other papers had 
already informed the new corporation that 
there was virtually no chance of a sympathy 
shutdown. Their lawyers had advised tha.t 
the legality of a general lockout in these 
distinctive circumstances was far less clear
cut than when citywide contract patterns 
were at issue. 

When the publishers did meet for their 
"11th-hour look," Mr. Meyer did not even 
ask for a suspension. 

NO PERCEPTIBLE WORRY 
Whatever impemtiveness most of the 

unions had felt about a prompt settlement 
oozed away as soon as it became clear that 
the other papers would keep publishing. 
Tension eased still further when it developed 
that, except for editorial employes in the 
guild, most of the strikers could work three, 
four or even five days a wee·k in other jobs. 

There was no perceptible worry on the 
union side that an extended shutdown might 
kill the new papers before they ever got out 
their first issue. Yet it was an open secret 
that, in the corporate discussions preceding 
the merger, the Hearst and Scripps-Howard 
representatives had argued vainly for dis
continuance of The Herald Tribune and con
centration of all the new company's resources 
on dominating the afternoon field. 

Mr. Whitney won what amounted to a two
year veto over any decision by his partners 
to suspend the morning paper. 

They gave in chiefly because they feared 
that The Tribune, if left outside the combine, 
might eventually switch to the afternoon 
field in competition with them. A kidney
stone attack that hospitalized Mr. Whitney 

· two weeks before the strike appears to have 
stripped him of much of his interest in con
tinuing the morning paper, even though tlle 
management decision he had fostered was by 
then irreversible except by unanimous vote of 
all three owners. 

Friends who talked with him after his re
covery said he had expressed a desire to cut 
down on the range of his actiVities. A signed 
front-page statement two days before The 
Herald Tribune's last appearance as a sepa
rately owned entity had the tone of a 
requiem. "We are trying to make a new start 
and we find that we can't," Mr. Whitney de
clared. "The unions won't let us." 

Against this baCkdrop of apathy, gloom, 
intrigue and inner corporate struggle, post
strike progress was maddeningly slow. Mr. 
Kheel bowed out soon after the strike, and 
the Mayor named Mr. Cole, former director 
of the Federal Mediation and Conciliation 
Service, as his personal representative in 
seeking a settlement with alllO unions. 

KHEEL ENDORSES COLE 
At a. private meeting the union heads told 

the mediator they considered the Mayor a. 
"stooge" of Mr. Whitney and Mr. Thayer. 
They voiced ·a suspicion that Mr. Cole had 
been brought in to make recommend·ations 

favorable to the publishers. He assured them 
that his sole mission was to get the strike 
over as quickly as possible through direct 
agreement. 

Mr. Powers . still unconvinced, telephoned 
Mr. Kheel to inquire about Mr. Cole: "Can I 
level with him?" he asked. "Absolutely," 
said Mr. Kheel. 

Mr. Cole's next problem was to persuade 
the owners to take the bargaining handcuffs 
off Mr. Meyer. That required another pri
vate meeting, this time with the company's 
top officials. 

The final agreement with the printers, 
reached on the 23d day of the shutdown, was 
essentially the same one that Mr. Kheel had 
proposed, except that it provided five extra 
weeks of severance pay instead of six. The 
total cost of the package was $913,000, against 
the Kheel figure of $1-million. 

When the terms were revealed, Mr. Kheel 
observed: 

"With one night of hard bargaining at 
City Hall before the strike, we coud have 
come out with pretty much the same figure
and put tremendous heat on everybody else 
to settle in a hurry." 

Mr. Powers agrees that the difference be
tween what he got and what he would have 
taken before the shutdown was "negligible." 
He . adds that he would have been perfectly 
content with another mediator 1f the com
pany had signified its coldness to Mr. Kheel 
right away. 

Inside the corporation there is still division 
on whether the big chance for a strike-free 
settlement was tossed away in that early 
stage. The negotiators tend to believe it may 
have been, although the subsequent compli
cations with other unions make them wonder 
whether anything would really have made 
much difference. Those who blocked ex

. ploration of the Kheel plan are st111 sure the 
price of peace would have been far higher 
and the limits on management freedom 
greater. 

The only thing on which there is total 
agreement is that, by the time the pact was 
concluded, all the momentum had run out . 
of the general negotiations. 

"The whole situation," one World Journal 
Tribune official said just after the printers' 
accord, "was a case of Powers with a gun at 
your head and ready to use it. We handled 
this by recognizing that you had to make 
your first deal with Powers. When you agree 
with him you know you are going to have 
nine other union presidents sore because 
you didn't make the first deal with them. 
They want what Powers got, plus whatever 
.else they can contrive to make an issue." 

Four small unions quickly fell into line 
on the Powers formula, but from then on 
each contract was an adventure. The de
legation from the photoengravers' union 
stalked out of one session because its leader 
objected to a grimace on Mr. Cole's face. It 
took a week to get things back on the track. 

The negotiations with the Newspaper and 
Mail Deliverers Union introduced "the 26 
phantoms that rode the Arizona Territory." 
The description was Mr. Gaherin's, adapted 
from a television Western his children used 
to watch. He applied it to a union demand 
for a special fund based on severance pay for 
26 workers whose jobs on The Journal
American had been eroded through the 
shrinkage of circulation in the last 10 years. 

The men were no longer on the paper, but 
the union insisted that it was entitled to 
payment for the positions they should have 
held. The fund was established, with its 
uses to be determined by the union. 

SENIORITY A BIG FACTOR 

In the guild dispute over layoffs that 
breached seniority-the most serious issue in 
any of the negotiations-Thomas J. Murphy, 
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the union's executive vice president, pro
posed a. month before the strike that man
agement reduce the problem by offering sev
erance pay to any guild member who wanted 
to leave' voluntarily. . 

:Mr. Meyer and Mr. Gaherin accepted the 
desirab111ty of such an offer as a means of 
establishing how many departures from 
seniority would be worth fighting for, but 
they could not get upper-echelon concur
rence until after the strike had been on for 
a month. 

Again the objections came from the Herald 
Tribune, which had a group of nearly 200 
people on what Mr. Murphy called the 
"dingleberry" list--reporters and others it 
wanted to keep without regard for seniority. 

In the end, 40 per cent of the 400 who did 
take voluntary severance were from the Trib
une. The "dingleberry" Ust was finally 
·whittled down to only a half dozen edito
rial workers. 

The most excruciating struggle arose with 
. the pressmen after everyone else had set
tled. Technically, there no longer was any 
strike in progress. The guild had withdrawn 
its pickets and management was theoreti
cally free to call everyone back to work. 
Howeve;r, the new comp~ny feared wildcats, 
press breakdowns and other harassments if 
it attempted to operate without a pressmen's 
contract. 

These fear~ were heightened by a bitter 
political cleavage inside the pressmen's lo
cal and by a vendetta between its officers and 
the Powers-led printers. The . pressmen's 
annual election, held during the negotia
tions, had resulted in the ouster of the local 
president by W1lliam, J. Kennedy, who had 

·built his campaign on complaints that the 
printers had done much better than the 
pressmen in previous negotil!l-tions. 

In the hope of tamping down the local 
feud, Mayor Lindsay invoked the direct aid 
of the union's international president, An
thony J. DeAndrade. He told the local that 
its key demand-the cut in the Saturday
night work shift to six and a half hours-
properly belonged in the Publishers Asso
ciation negotiations next March because the 
change would put the new Sunday paper at 
a disadvantage with The Times and The 
News. Both operate on a standard 8-hour 
shift on Saturday nights. 

Mr. DeAndrade promised the New York 
unit unstinting support from the parent 
union if it pressed the shorter-hours issue 
in the citywide talks; instead of making the 
new company an fmmediate target. The lo
cal's response was to tell him it did not need 
his advice. 

Before bowing out, the international presi
dent told Mr. Cole the local could "hold 
out forever" because the other New York 
newspapers were subsidizing the strikers by 
providing them all with work. Overtime is 

. normally so general in· the tightly controlled 
ranks of the pressmen that the union was 
able to maintain a full 5-day schedule for 
the 300 "idle" strikers. 

The situation was made doubly ironic be
cause the issues of working hours and start
ing times involved in the pressmen's dis
pute were the only ones in the entire con
flict with citywide implications. 

The other publishers urged the World 
Journal Tribune not to cave in on these 
issues, but they ignored suggestions by Mr. 
Gaherin that a shutdown of all association 
papers was the only way to end the "privi
leged sanctuary;• they were providing for the 
holdout union. Worries about legal com
pllca.tions inhibited any move toward a 
sympathy blackout by The Times or The 
News. 

The management negotiators found them
selves in a two-way trap. Any capitulation 
would saddle them with permanent increases 

in pressroom costs and thus nullify many of 
the advantages of merger; it would also ex
pose them to fresh demands from the nine 
unions with which they had settled on a less 
expensive basis. 

Despite this squeeze--and with knowl
edge that it might upset every other agree
ment--the new company decided two weeks 
ago to make a supreme effort to get the press
men in line. It authorized Mr. Cole to tell 
the local that the corporation was ready to 
"buy the pressmen out" by offering an extra 
payment of $10 or $11 each week in lieu of 
the shorter Saturday-night shift. The sole 
condition was that the arrangement last only 
until the new citywide negotiations next 
March. When the union said it wanted the 
payment to be permanent and followed up 
by rejecting a Lindsay fact-finding proposal, 
the talks broke off and the owners voted to 
kill the morning paper. Eight hundred more 
jobs died with it, bringing the total job loss 
for all the unions to roughly 3,000. 

Leaders of the pressmen's local explain 
the adamancy of their stand in favor of more 
overtime work on the Sunday paper by not
ing that on the old Journal-American the 
practice was to "doublehead" pressmen on 
shifts that ran from 6 A.M. Saturday to .2 or 
3 A.M. Sunday. Their total earnings in 
straight time, time-and-a-half and double
time came to as much as $130 for the long 
day. This is about two-and-a-half ti~es as 
much as they would get for a straight Satur
day-night shift of eight hours. 

Now the long trail has begun all over again 
with every union. The extra payments that 
were agreed to for "one hook" operation in 
the composing room have become valueless. 
So have most of the costly special arrange
ments for consolidated operations in other 
blue-collar' and white-collar departments. 
Mr. ~owers already has informed the n~w 
company that he has no intention of arguing 
for retention of the $333,000 his union was 
to get for reproduction rights that are of no 
present use. 

"We now will have more unemployed and 
less money to help them with," the printers' 
chief declares. "But I consider that this 
must be looked at as a salvage operation, not 
a negotiation." 

THE GUILD'S APPROACH 

A somewhat simllar attitude seems to 
characterize the current approach of the 
guild and most other unions. However, 
there is little w11lingness to entertain the 
idea that any substantial sweetening of the 
pot for the pressmen would not have to be 
matched by comparably high additional pay
ments to the rest of the unions. "If the 
W-J-T capitulates, it will have to do it 
across-the-board for everybody," one key 
unionist said. · 

Some union chiefs are urging a strategy 
based on the . negotiation of quick agree
ments with nine unions, in the belief that 
the pressmen will not be able to stand for a 
second time as the sole obstacle to a return 
to work. "It will be like the airlines me
chanics," one leader said. "They could turn 
down one contract offer, but not two." 

However, few really believe that the press
men would be swayed by outside pressure or 
that effective operation of the new papers 
would be possible without a signed agree
ment. "The pressmen are hung by their own 
election slogans," is one unionist's despair
ing conclusion. "Their omcers are ~ncapable 
of turning back for fear they wm all be 
thrown out next year." 

A poignant aspect of the tangle is that all 
the union problems would have been infinite
ly less difficult 1f the negotiations had center
ed from the start on plans for what wm now 
be essentially an afternoon paper With a. 
Sunday edition, rather than an around-the-

clock enterprise under one roof. Since the 
termination notice, the unions have been in
forming their members that the publishers 
never had any genuine thought of bringing 
out The Tribune and were merely seeking an 
opportunity to blame its death on the strike. 

The evidence, however, points strongly in 
the opposite direction. Hearst and Scripps
Howard officials, who had argued originally 
for The Tribune's discontinuance as a morn
ing paper, switched side!;!. Insiders report 
that they grew increasingly enthusiastic 
about the potentialities of all three units in 
the new company, despite the cooling of Mr. 
Whitney's own personal interest after his 
hospitalization. 

Mr. Meyer told Mayor Lindsay when the 
subject of scrapping The Tribune came up 
in one of their conversations early in the 
strike: "We're all in this together. It's one 
show. It can't be dismembered. If one quits, 
we all quit." The Tribune became an inte
gral element in the corporation's hopes for 

.building its prosperity on offers of tempting 
combination rates for advertising and sub-
scriptions. 

Several hundred thousand dollars, accord
ing to executives, was spent on advance pro
motion for The Tribune, on redoing the sixth 
floor of the old World-Telegram building for 
use by the morning paper's staff and on es
tablishing a consolidated advertising depart
ment in The Tribune's old plant. This will 
now be moved downtown to The Telegram 
building. 

Salaries for editors and writers the cor
poration did not want to lose came to $60,000 
a week, or roughly $1-million up to the time 
The Tribune was buried. The joint venture 
reportedly started its affairs with $8-million 
in new capital put in by the three partners. 
How much of this has been eaten up by the 
strike and by all the preparations for the 
now vanished morning paper ls a corporate 
secret. · 

"There has never been a more serious at
tempt in history to put out a paper than we 
made with The Tribune" is Mr. Meyer's epi
taph. The new afternoon and Sunday papers, 
whenever they get past the union blockade, 
wm begin their life with staffs denuded of 
many of their ablest people and with a sharp
ly depleted market for circulation and ads. 
While the new papers were waiting to be 
born, an average of 140,000 readers a day got 
used to going without a morning paper. The 
afternoon circulation void was 600,000 and on 
Sunday 900,000. 

On the citywide newspaper front, the out
look for peace when the current contracts 
expire nex·t March is bleak. The extent to 
which the unions were able to capitalize on 
job opportunities at The Times and The News 
in f.orcing their will on the new papers has 
injected fresh bitterness into relations among 
the publishers. 

"We have shown the unions once again 
that we won't back one another up 1n a 
crisis," say's one of the association's moder
ates. "That means every union will play 
'king of the hill' next time, and we wlll pay 
through t:q.e nose for every contract." 

However, the ~mployers do intend to try 
soon to reknit their battered front in the 
hope of providing some insurance against 
union whip-sawing. The creation of the new 
corporation has brought into being a third 
force to match the strength inside the asso
ciation of The Times and The News, the city's 
two most prosperous papers. But its effec
tiveness as a counterweight has been dim
inished by its prenatal contraction and by 
the split personality it derives from its troika. 
ownership. 

UNIONS SEEK SOLm FRONT 

One reform the new unit intends to urge 
is reorganization of the association through 
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elimination of the veto power under which a 
single publisher can now block any associa
tion action. Such a shift away from "rule by 
veto" might induce the printers and other 
unions to continue bargaining Wi·th the asso
ciation, instead of insisting on dealing With 
them individually. A recent decision of the 
United States Court of Appeals, now await
ing possible review by the Supreme Court, 
gives the unions the option of deciding which 
way they prefer to bargain. 

On the union side, there 1s a growing rec
ognition that unity 1s needed to replace the 
every-man-for-himself spirit that has helped 
drag out the World Journal Tri!June tie-up. 

"The odds are now 10-to-1 against a peace
ful settlement every time we get into ne
gotiations," Mr. Powers acknowledges. 

He and Mr. Murphy, once bitter enemies, 
are working together to seek revival of the 

· coordinating body the 10 unions set up briefly 
as an outgrowth of the 1962-63 strike. How
ever, there 1s no present prospect tnat the 
pressmen Will come into such an alliance, and 
their abstention could wreck the whole 
project. 

One specific problem already threatens 
trouble at the bargaining tabl.e and in the 
attempts to achieve interunion unity. That 
1s Mr. Powers' insistence on ,abandonment of 
the prese~t system of identical across-the
board pay increases for everybody in favor 
of percentage raises. · The change would mean 
larger dollar-and-cents increases for the 
skilled crafts, such as printers and photoen
gravers; the drivers and other low-rated 
groups have hinted at strikes to stop the 
percentage approach. 

Despite this and other potential irritants in 
the citywide negotiations, one ranking union 
leader declared: "I doubt after this one that 
any union Will be anxious to &trike next 
spring. It wouldn't surprise me to see ne
gotiations go on for seven or eight months 
after March 30." 

Others are equally resolved to find "a bet
ter way." But there 1s no receptivity to ad
vance acceptance of fact-finding or arbitra
tion as a means of breaking deadlocks. And 
the invariable end of every appraisal is an 
expression of pessimism about enlisting the 
pressmen's cooperation in any centralized 
bargaining committee. 

The whole challenge of freedom to auto
mate remains unmet. Radical new develop
ments in printing technology cannot be used 
in New York composing rooms without a spe
cific union O.K., and no formula for ap
proval has yet been evolved. 

Mr. Cole, who retains the respect of both 
sides for his perseverance and ingenuity in 
the current dispute, awaits a call back to 
the conference room whenever signs of move
ment develop. But he has alre·ady let Mayor 
Lindsay know that this 1s his last-as well as 
his first-assignment in the New York news
paper field. He will not be on tap next time, 
no matter how agonized the negotiations get. 

That leaves press management and labor 
1n the nation's communications capital with 
a more solemn obligation than before to man
ifest some independent capacity for cooper
ation in mutual survival. 

OVERTIME PAY FOR SUBSTITUTE 
POSTAL WORKERS 

Mr. RONCALIO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. PEPPER] may extend 
his remarks at this point in the RECORD 
and include extraneous matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Wyoming? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Speaker, I am to
day introducing a bill to provide that 
substitute postal employees shall receive 
overtime pay of one and one-half times 
their regular rate of pay for hours 
worked in excess of 8 in any one day. 

Justice to substitute mail carriers and 
clerks requires that they be paid at the 
same rate as regular postal employees 
and, indeed, on the same basis as work
ers in private industry. 

Regular, hourly postal workers are 
paid overtime at the rate of time and .a 
half not only for work in excess of 40 
hours per week but also for work in 
excess of 8 hours in any day (39 U.S.C. 
3573(1)). This provision for reiular 
postal workers proceeded from the judg
ment of Congress that we owe a higher 
rate of pay to a man in this kind of work 
who gives to his duties more than the 
standard number of hours out of his day. 

And Congress has expressed this judg
ment not only with respect to postal 
workers but also in regard to employees 
in private industry. The Walsh-Healey 
Act limits the regular working day of 
those employed by Federal contractors to 
8 hours (41 U.S.C. 35(C)), and the pay
ment of time and a half for overtime
meaning any hours in excess of 8 in 1 
day-has become general in private 
industry. 

Last September, the House passed the 
Government Employees Salary Compar
ability Act of 1965. It did so by a vote of 
370 to 7. · I think it fair to say that the 
act represented the nearly unanimous 
view of the House. And the act provided 
not only for increased pay rates for 
classified and postal employees, but also 
for overtime pay for substitute postal 
workers. The latter provision gave sub
stitute postal workers the right to over
time pay for hours worked "(A) in excess 
of 8 hours a day or (B) in excess of 40 
hours a week." 

The Senate amended the House-passed 
bill by eliminating the provision for over
time pay to substitute postal workers for 
hours in excess of 8 in a day. Substitute 
postal workers can presently receive 
overtime pay only if they put in more 
than 40 hours in a week. 

I think that elimination of this over
time provision contradicted the sense of 
justice of most Members of the House, 
expressed in the vote on passage of the 
Salary Act. And I believe that elimina
tion of this overtime provision contra
dicted the judgment of Congress ex
pressed in the statutory provision for 
overtime pay for regular postal workers 
and in the Walsh-Healey Act. 

And I think that Members will be con
vinced of the necessity for restoring this 
overtime pay provision if they place 
themselves for a moment in the position 
of the substitute mail carrier or postal 
clerk. Will he not suffer a disturbing 
sense of being unfairly treated when he 
puts in more than 8 hours in a day side
by-side with regular postal workers doing 
the same kind of work, and when he 
realizes that they are being paid time and 
a half for their overtime hours while he 

is being paid only at his regular rate? 
And this sense of injustice is likely to be 
intensified by the knowledge that his 
friends working for private businesses 
and corporations also get time and a half 
for work beyond 8 hours in a day. 

For the good of the postal service, and 
in fairness to individual workers, I urge 
Members to support this bill for overtime 
pay. 

CHILD NUTRITION LEGISLATION 
Mr. RONCALIO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Arizona [Mr. UnALL] may extend 
his remarks at this point in the RECORD 
and include extraneous matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Wyoming? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. UDALL. Mr. ~peaker, under 

leave to revise and extend my remarks, 
I offer a comparative description of the 
three versions of school lunch program 
legislation now pending. I note from 
the program that H.R. 13361 is sched
uled for action later this week. H.R. 
13361 is similar to S. 3467, passed by the 
Senate and favorably reported by the 
Committee on Education and Labor after 
amendment. · 
SUMMARY OF MAJOR PROVISIONS OJ' LEGISLA-

TION NOW PENDING TO IMPROVE CHn.D NU
TRITION 

There are now three versions :Pending 
before the Congress of the administra
tion's proposals contained in the Child 
Nutrition Act of 1966. 

S. 3467 was passed unanimously by 
the Senate. 

H.R. 13361, the original administra
tion bill amended was reported out fa
vorably by the House Committee on Agri
culture. 

S. 3467, referred to the House Commit
tee on Education and Labor, was 
amended by that committee prior to be
ing reported. 

All three bills have certain important 
features in common: 

First. The administration proposal for 
food service for children in group situa
tions other than schools has been elimi
nated. 

Second. Authority is provided for a 
4-year extension of the special milk 
program. 

Third. Authority is provided for a 2-
year pilot breakfast program in low-in
come area schools and in schools where 
the children enrolled travel long dis
tances. 

Fourth. Authority is provided for non
food assistance to low-income area 
schools. 

Fifth. Authority is provided for help
ing State educational agencies with 
funds for the administration of the new 
activities and the strengthening of ad
ministration of the special assi:;tance 
features of the National School Lunch 
Act. 

Sixth. Authority and resp<)nsibility for 
the conduct and supervision of all child 
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food service programs in schools is placed 
in the U.S. Department of Agriculture. 

Although these six essential points are 
carried in each of the bills now pending, 
there are variations in language and ap
proach. Following is a comparative 
analysis of these bills with the original 
proposals submitted by the administra
tion: 
COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF PENDING LEGIS• 

LATIVE PRoPOSALS To IMPROVE CHILD Nu-
TRITION 

CHILD NUTRITION ACT 
The Ad.m.inistration's proposal for the 

Child Nutrition Act of 1966, introduced in 
the House by Representative CooLEY and 
referred to the House Conunlttee on Agricul
ture, is H.R. 13361. 

This proposal contained the following 
features: 

( 1) The National Sohool Lunch Act was 
incorporated in its present form except that 
under the special assistance phase for par
ticularly needy schools, the Department 
would have had authority to pay up to 90 
percent · of the costs of operating a lunch 
program. 

(2) A permanent milk program was au
thorized without any specifics included as 
to funding. The milk program proposal car
ried its own apportionment formula and 
priorities as to outlets to be reached first. 

(3) A pilot school breakfast program was 
authorized for three years using the appor
tionment formula incorporated in the Ele
mentary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965. Reimbursement would be provided for 
all breakfasts served under this proposal
just as in the case of the National School 
Lunch Program. In addition, there was a 
provision for the use of Federal funds to 
cover up to 90 percent of the costs of opera
tion in situations of severe need. 

( 4) A three-year pilot program was au
thorized for a food service in non-school 
activities such as child day-care centers, 
settlement houses and summer cam.ps. The 
apportionment formula used was that con
tained in Title I of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act, and authority was 
provided for the use of Federal funds to pay 
up to 90 percent of program operating costs 
in instances of severe need. 

This provision is not carried in any of the 
three bills now pending in Congress. 

(5) Authority was included for a perma
nent program to provide equipment to 
schools in low-income areas. The apl?or
tionment formula was that of the National 
School Lunch Act. 

(6) The Secretary was authorized to use 
up to 1Y2 percent of the total funds a~pro
priated to strengthen State agency admmis
tration of child nutrition program. 

(7) The term "school" was defined to in
clude kindergarten and preschool programs 
opera ted through the school system. 
II. S. 3467, THE ELLE'NDER BILL AS PASSED BY THE 

SENATE 
This bill was introduced and passed as an 

amendment to the National School Lunch 
Act. It incorporated the following features: 

( 1) A four-year extension of the Special 
Milk Program with an authorization for ex
penditure of not more than $110 million in 
fiscal 1967; $115 million in fiscal 1968 and 
$120 million for each of the following two 
successive years. The program is to be 
operated just as it is now. 

(2) A two-year pilot breakfast program 
with an authorization of $7.5 million for 
fiscal 1967 and $10 million for fiscal 1968. 
Funds are to be used to provide food for 
needy children participating. 

(3) A permanent non-food assistance pro
gram on the same basis as I ( 5) above. 

( 4) Authority is provided for funds for 
State administration only for the new activi
ties and the special assistance phase of the 
lunch program. There is no specific author
ization nor is there an apportionment for
mula. Any funds appropriated are to be dis
tributed at the discretion of the Secretary. 

(5) The Secretary is authorized to extend 
school feeding programs to pre-school activi
ties operated as part of the school system. 
III. H.R. 13361 AS REPORTED FAVORABLY BY THE 

HOUSE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 
(1) This bill is essentially the same as 

S. 3467 except that it established the new 
authorities independently and not as amend
ments to the National School Lunch Act. 

(2) Provision is made for a four-year ex
tension of the Special Milk Program on the 
same basis and with the same authorizations 
for appropriations as those carried inS. 3467. 

(3) Provision is made for a two-year pilot 
breakfast program with an authorization of 
$7.5 million for fiscal 1967 and $10 million 
for fiscal 1968. The apportionment formula 
differs from that of H.R. 13361 as introduced 
by Mr. CooLEY and from S. 3467, as passed by 
the Senate. The formula in this version of 
H.R. 13361 would give every State a basis 
grant and apportion the remainder on the 
basis of the National School Lunch Act 
formula. The Secretary would be author
ized to provide up to 80 percent instead of 
90 percent of operating costs in situations of 
severe need. 

(4) A permanent non-food assistance pro
gram is provided with an authorization of 
$12 million for fiscal year 1967; $15 million 
for fiscal 1968 and $18 million for fiscal years 
1969 and 1970. It is stipulated that equip
ment provided for private schools shall be 
used principally for school food service and 
that if such facilities are no longer so used, 
that part of such facilities as were financed 
from Federal funds shall revert to the Fed
eral government. 

In addition, it was made clear that in the 
determination of a school's eligibility for 
such assistance, all sources of income are to 
be considered-not simply local tax resources. 

(5) Authority to provide funds to State 
educational agencies is the same as that pro
vided inS. 3467. 

(6) The Secretary is authorized to extend 
the benefits of all school feeding programs 
conducted and supervised by USDA to in
clude preschool activities operated as part of 
the school system. 
IV. S. 3467 AS REPORTED FAVORABLY BY THE 
HOUSE COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR 

(1) Provision is made for a four-year ex
tension of the Special Milk Program as in 
the Senate-passed version except that this 
provision is removed from its position as an 
amendment to the National School Lunch 
Program and is attached to the end of the 
Bill more or less as a rider. 

(2) The Trust Territory of the Pacific Is
lands is made eligible for the National School 
Lunch Program, the breakfast program, and 
the non-food assistance program. 

(3) Provision is made for a two-year pilot 
breakfast program with an authorization of 
$7.5 million for fiscal 1967 and $10 million 
for 1968, just as in the Senate version and in 
the House Agriculture Committee Bill. 

However, in the apportionment of funds, 
this version cites the "low-income factor" 
determined under the Elementary and Sec
ondary Education Act instead of specifying 
$2,000. 

(4) The non-food assistance provision car
ries the same funding authorizations as H.R. 
13361 as reported out by the House Agricul
ture Committee. However, in the Education 

and Labor Committee version, both public 
and private schools would be required to use 
food service equipment principally for school 
food service and if the equipment were no 
longer so used, it would revert to the United 
States. 

(5) The provision for State administrative 
funds is the same as that carried in S. 3467 
as passed by the Senate and H.R. 13361 as 
reported out by the House Committee on 
Agriculture. 

RURAL COMMUNITY DEVELOP
MENT ACT 

Mr. RONCALIO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HANSEN] may extend 
his remarks at this point in the RECORD 
and include extraneous matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Wyoming? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HANSEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, 

on Wednesday of last week, my distin
guished colleague from Arizona discussed 
the House Republican Policy Committee's 
views regarding the Rural Community 
Development Act. The policy statement 
adopted by the committee is misleading 
and inaccurate. I have selected eight 
points to cite today which demonstrate 
the extent of the Republican distortions 
concerning this important rural legisla
tion: 

1. The Policy Committee charges that "this 
bill duplicates a number of other federal 
planning programs." 

This is flatly untrue. The bill author
izes grants-in-aid to the states for use of 
local governments only for those purposes for 
which existing programs do not provide. The 
purpose of the bill is to provide for filling 
the gaps that now exist in federal planning 
programs. The principal gap that needs to be 
filled is aid to predominantly rural govern
ments for comprehensive planning for the 
rural needs and rural development. 

2. The Policy Committee charges that the 
bill "would destroy the incentive for state 
and local communities to do their own plan
ning." 

This is not true. It would increase the 
incentive, and make it possible for pre
dominantly rural local governments to un
dertake to do their own planning, by provid
ing grants-in- aid of up to 75 percent of the 
cost. 

3. The Policy Committee charges that the 
bill "calls for additional non-essential 
spending." 

This is not true. By enabling small, pre
dominantly rural local government to plan 
ahead for wise and efficient use of their re
source:; and development efforts, it will pro
mote efficiency and economy in local govern
ment operations as well as in the use of 
Federal development aids. 

4. The Policy Committee states that grants 
to predominantly rural districts would "be 
paid from funds that are now earmarked for 
urban and suburban communities." 

This is only partially accurate. The grants 
for the use of predominantly rural local 
governments would be .appropriated under 
present authority in the Housing Act of 1954 
for planning grants. But that authority is 
not restricted to "urban and suburban com
munities." The difficulty in the present law 
is that predominantly rural areas and small 
towns and small cities have not been able 
to use the grants now authorized as efficiently 
and constructively as large metropolitan 
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urban and suburban communities because 
•Of their small size, and becaus'e planning for 
rural needs is not authorized. The Com
munity Development District b111 would 
simply make it more feasible for predomi
nantly rural governments to participate mot:e 
fairly and more equitably in the present 
planning program, which is now benefiting 
primarily the larger urban areas. 

5. The Policy Committee calls the b111 "a 
make-work project for the Department of 
Agriculture," and an "attempt to get a piece 
of the urban development 'action'" for the 
Department of Agriculture. 

This . charge is a poorly disgUised attempt 
to set urban areas against rural areas. 
Thousands of small rural communities are 
struggling with their own development pro
grams, just as are the larger cities . . Because 
these governments are smaller, have poor 
financial resources, and lack the full-time 
professional staff assist;:tnce that large city 
governments have in securing federal help 
for their development projects, they get less 
help from aid programs. By encouraging 
small predominantly rural governments to 
join together to pl·an for their development, · 
and by authorizing federal help ·· to plan for 
meeting rural needs as well as urban needs 
of such communities, this bill would simply 
extend to predominantly rural areas, on a 

· workable basis, the same kind of federal as
sistance that is already available and being 
used by urban governments. 

6. The Policy Committee states that there 
are "today 232,244 regular full-time and part
time employees, plus 38,920 temporary part
time employees" in the Department of Agri-
culture. ' 

This is flatly untrue. As of June 30, 1966, 
employment in the U.S. Department of Agri
culture was 118,585, consisting of 84,070 full
time, permanent positions and 34,515 tem
porary seasonal workers-primarily in the 
National Fore,sts and research activities. 

7. The Polley Committee attacks the es
tablishment of the Rural Community De
velopment Service in the Department of Ag-
riculture. . 

This Service was established in order to 
me·et the requests of rural residentS and rural 
commuJ.+ity leaders for help in securing the 
services of other Departments and agencies 
of the government whose services have not 
reached successfully i:nto rural areas, and to 
plan and carry out their l9cal ecohomi.c and 
·social development efforts. Rural residents 
have not been getting their fair share of 
benefits and services of most other Depart
ments of the Federal Government. Is the 
Republican Policy Committee opposed to 
"parity of opportunity" for rural people to 
share in federal aids for community im
provement and economic development? 

The Community Development District blll 
by enabling predominantly rural local gov.; 
ernments to join in employing their own 
professional planning staffs, will enable rural 
communities to increase their own capabili
ty to make use of these development aids, 
and will thereby reduce the need for addi
tional services by the Department of Agri
culture, or the expansion of field services by 
the large number of other Federal Depart
ments and agencies whose programs are 
needed in rural communities. 

8. The Policy Committee attempts to 
create an imaginary threat of excessive power 
in the hands of the Secretary of Agriculture 
to estwblish and control the formation of 
planning districts. 

This is a far-fetched distortion. : The b111 
provides that districts are to be designated 
by the State government, and that no dis
trict may be approved for a planning grant 
unless it is requested by local governments 
participating in the district planning ac-
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ttvity. In fact, Secretary Freeman's I>oint in 
stating "there is not a limit of any kind" re
garding the size and scope of such districts, 
was to emphasize that the size, shape, and 
description of the newly formed district are 
left strictly to the states and the local com
munities to decide. 

LEAVE OF' ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab

sence was granted to: 
Mr. MEEDS, for the week of August 22, 

1966, on account of official business. 
Mrs. THoMAS <at the request of Mr. 

ALBERT), for the remainder of this week, 
on account of official business. 

Mr. STALBAUM (at the request of Mr. 
ALBERT), for today, on. account of official 
business. ·· 

Mr. FLYNT <at ·the request of Mr. 
SisK), for Monday, August 22, 1966, on 
account of official business. 

Mr. FARNUM, for August 22 to 26, in
clusive, on account of official business. 

SPECIAL O~DERS GRANTED 
By unanimous consent •. permission to 

address the House, following the legisla
tive program and any special orders 

· heretofore entered, was granted to: 
Mr. GRABOWSKI (at the request of Mr. 

RONCALIO), for 10 minutes, on August 
24, and to revise and extend his remarks 
and include extraneous matter. 

Mr. SELDEN (at the request of Mr. 
RoNcALIO), for 1 hour, on August 31, and 
to revise and extend his remarks and in
clude extraneous matter. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
By unanimous consent, permission to 

extend remarks in the CoNcmEssi<iNAL 
RECORD, or to revise and extend remarks 
was granted to: 

Mr. SIKES and to include extraneous 
material. 

Mr. BELL. 
Mr. MOORHEAD. 
(The following Member (at the re

quest of Mr. HALL) and to include ex
traneous matter:) 

Mr. REINECKE. 
(The following .Members (at the re

quest of Mr. RoNCALIO) and to include 
extraneous matter:) 

Mr. PowELL. 
Mr. BOLLING. · 
Mr. RONCALIO. 

SENATE BILLS AND CONCURRENT 
RESOLUTION REFERRED 

Bills and a concurrent resolution of 
the Senate of the following titles were 
taken from the Speaker's table and, 
under the rule, referred as follows: 

S. 476. An act to amend the act approved 
March 18, 1950, providing for the construc
tion of airports in or in close proximity to 
national parks, national monuments, and 

-national recreation areas, .and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

S. i596. An act to promote the domestic 
and foreign commerce of the United States 

by modernizing practices of the Federal 
Government relating to the inspection of 
persons, merchandise and conveyances mov
ing into, through, and .out of the United 
States, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

S. 3197. An act to amend section 416 of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

s. 3446. An act to consolidate and reenact 
certain . of the shipping laws of the United 
States, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Merchant Mar1ne and Fisheries. · 

s: 3708. An act to assist cpmprehensive city 
demonstration programs for rebuilding slum 
and blighted areas and for providing the 
public fac111ties and, services necessary to 
improve the general . welfare of the people 
who live in those areas, to .asstst and encour
age planned metropolitan development, and 
for other purp_oses; to the Committee-•on 
Banking and Currency. 

S. Con. Res.100. Concurrent resolution to 
express the sense of Congress with respect to 
certain agreements which would necessitate 
the modification of duties 'br other ·inlport 
restrictions; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
Mr. BURLESON, from ~e Committee 

on House Administration, reported that 
that committee had examined and found 
truly enrolled bills of the· House of the 
following titles, which were thereupon 
signed by the Speaker: 

H.R. 8760. An act to amend the provisions 
of the Oil Pollution Act, 1961 (33 u.s.a. 1001-
1015), to implement the provisions of the 
International Convention for the Prevention 
of the Pollution of the Sea by Oil, 1954, as 
amended, and for other purposes; and 

H.R. 15456. An act making appropriations 
for the legislative branch for the fiscal year 
ending. June 30, 1967, and for other purposes. 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 
The SPEAKER announced his si~gna

ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of 
the following title: · 

s~ 2663. An act for the relief of Dinesh 
Poddar and Girish Kumar Poddar. 

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE 
. PRESIDENT 

Mr. BURLESON, from the Committee 
on House Administration, reported that 
that colllllljttee did on August 18, 1966, 
present to the President, for his ap
proval, bills of the House of the follow
ing titles: 

H.R. 13277. An act to amend the Revised 
Orgaiu.c Act of the Virgin Islands to provide 
for the reapportionment of the Legislature 
of the Virgin Islands; and . 

H.R. 13881. ·An act to authorize the Secre
tary of Agriculture to regulate the transpor
tation, sale, and handling of dogs, cats, and 
certain other animals intended to be used 
for purposes of research or experimentation, 

. and for other purposes. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. RONCALIO. Mr. Speaker, I move 

that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accord

ingly (at 3 o'clock and 39 minutes p.m.) 
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the House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Tuesday August 23, 1966, at 12 o'clock 
noon. ' · · 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ' 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

2656. A letter from the Acting Comptroller 
General, transmitting a report of audii! of 
Federal Home Loan Bank Board for the year 
ended December 31, 1965 (H. Doc. No. 472); 
to the Committee on Government Operations 
and ordered to be printed. 

2657. A letter from the Secretary of Agri
culture, transmitting a draft of proposed 
legiSlation to amend the Agricultural Ad
justment Act of 1933, as amended, and reen
acted and amended by the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended, to provide for payment by handler 
assessments of part of the· administrative 
costs of the Department of Agriculture; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

2658. A letter from tht;' Acting Comptroller 
General, transmitting a report of review of 
precautions taken to protect commercial dol
lar sales of agricultural ·commodities to for
eign countries purchasing the same type 
commodities for foreign currencies under 
Public Law 480, Department of Agriculture; 
to the Committee on Government Opera-
tions. . 

2659. A letter from the Acting Comptroller 
General, transmitting a report of possible 
dollar savings through expanded use of for
eign currencies to transport personal effects 
abroad, Department of State, and other Gov
ernment agencies; to the Committee on Gov
ernment Operations. 

2660. A letter from the Acting Comptroller 
General, transmitting a report of need for 
interservice action when management poli
cies and practices differ for similar . supply 
items, Department of Defense; to the Com
mittee on Government Operations. 

2661. A letter from the Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting a report on rec
ords proposed for disposal pursuant to the 
provisions of 63 Stat. 377; to the Committee 
on House Administration. 

2662. A letter from the Chief Commis
sioner, Indian Claims ·Commission, transmit
ting a report that proceedings . have . been 
finally concluded with respect to docket No. 
276, The Creek Nation, Plaintiff, v. the United 
States of America, Defendant, pursuant to 
the provisions of 60 Stat. 1055; 25 U.S.C. 70t; 
to the Committee on Interior and Insular 
Affairs. 

2663. A letter from the Postmaster Gen
eral, transmitting a draft of proposed legis
lation to correct certain deficiencies in the 
law relating to the theft and passing of U.S. 
postal money orders; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEES ON PUB
LIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. POWELL: Committee on Education 
and Labor. Supplemental report on H.R. 
13161, a bill to strengthen and improve pro
grams of assistance for our elementary and 
secondary schools (Rept. No. 1814, pt. II). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. JONES of Missouri: Committee on 
House Administration. H.R. 14195. A bill 

to authorize the erection of a memorial in 
the District of Columbia to ~n. John J. 
Pershing; with amendment (Rept. No. 1864). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause . 4 of rule xxn, public 

bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DADDARIO: 
H.R. 17167. A b111 to establish a uniform 

national .policy concerning property rights 
in inventions made through the expendi
ture of public funds, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HANNA: 
H.R. 17168. A bill to amend the Federal 

Deposit Insurance Act and title IV of the 
National Housing Act tci increase the amount 
ot insuranc~ applicable to bank deposits and 
savings and loan accounts to $20,000; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HANSEN of Iowa: 
H.R. 17169. A bill to provide for a more 

conservative capitalization of the St. Law
rence Seaway Development Corporation, and 
for other purposes; to tlle Committee on 
Public Works. 

By Mr. HORTON: 
H.R. 17170. A b111 to amend the Federal 

Water Pollution Control Act in order to 
establish an incentive award porgram for in
dustries, municipalities, and other political 
subdivisions of States which demonstrate ex
cellence in waste treatment and pollution 
abatement programs; to the Committee on 
Public Works. 

By Mr. HuNGATE: · 
H.R. 17171. A bill to provide for a more 

conservative capitalization of the St. Law
rence Seaway Development Corporation, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Public Works. 

By Mr. KING of Callfornia: 
H.R. 17172. A b111 to amend the ·Internal 

Revenue Code of 1954 to allow teachers to de
duct from gross income the expenses incurred 
in pursuing courses for academic credit and 
degrees at institutions of higher education 
and including certain travel; to the Commit
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PEPPER: . 
H.R. 17173. A bill to provide overtime pay 

for substitute postal employees for hours 
worked in excess of 8 hours in any single 
day; to the Committee on Post Office and 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. SICKLES: 
H.R. 17174. A bill to authorize the Secre

tary of the Interior to establish the Constel
lation National Historic Site, in the State of 
Maryland, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Interior and Insular Affa,irs. 

By Mr. BURKE: . 
H .R. 17175. A b111 to amend the Internal 

Revenue Colle of 1954 with respect to the in
come tax treatment of business develop
ment corporations; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KUNKEL: 
H.R. 17176. A bill to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1954 with respect to the 
income tax treatment of business develop
ment corporations; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

BY: Mr. REINECKE: 
H.R.17177. A bill to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1954 to provide a credit 
against the Federal income tax for State ·and 
local real property taxes imposed on the 
residence of an individual 65 years of age 
or over; to the Committee on ~ays and 
Means. 

H.R. i 7178. A bill to amend title n of the 
Social Security Act to increase the amount 
of outside earnings permitted each year 
without deductions from benefits there
under; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

,H.R.17179. A b111 to amend title II of the 
Social Security Act to increase widow's bene
fits, to eliminate the actuaria1 reduction 
presently required in such benefits when 
application therefor is made prior ~o age 62, 
and to provide benefits for certain: disabled 
widows without regard to their age; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RON'C'ALIO: 
H.R. 17180. A b111 to proVide for the issu

ance by the Secretary of Agriculture of a 
25 cent per bushel export marketing certif
icate on wheat · for the 1967, 1968, and 1969 
crops of wheat; to the Committee on Agri
culture. 

By Mr. WILLIS: 
H.R. 17181. A bill for the improvement of 

Teche-Verm11ion Basins, La.; to the Com
mittee on Public Works. 

By Mr. HORTON: 
H.J. Res.1275. Joint resolution to author

ize the President to proclaim the last week 
in October of each year as Clean Water Week; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STGERMAIN: 
H.J. Res. 1276. Joint resolution proposing 

an amendment to the Constitution prohibit
ing a State from taxing certain income of a 
nonresident; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 

bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADDABBO: 
H.R. 17182. A bill for the relief of Renato 

Recine; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. FARBSTEIN: 

H.R. 17183. A bill for the relief of Ng Way 
Yee; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLYNT: 
H.R. 17184. A bill for the relief of Richard 

L. Bass; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. KEOGH: 

H.R. 17185. A bill for the relief of Imre 
Kalla; to tne Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McMILLAN: 
H.R. 17186. A b111 for the relief of D. M. 

Dew & Sons, Inc., and Dewey campbell; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TUNNEY: 
H.R.17187. A bill for the relief of Jose

phine Avecilla; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

REGULATION OF LOBBYING ACT 
In compliance with Public Law 601, 

79th Congress, title III, Regulation of 
Lobbying Act, section 308 (b), which 
provides as follows: 

"(b) All information required to be filed 
under the provisions of this section with the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives a~d 
the Secretary of the Senate shall be compiled 
by said Clerk and Secretary, acting jointly, 
as soon as practicable after the close of the 
calendar quarter with respect to which such 
information is filed and shall be printed in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The Clerk of the House of Representa
tives and the Secretary of the Senate 
jointly submit their report of the com
pilatimi required by said law and have 
included all registrations and quarterly 
reports received. 
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QUARTERLY REPORTS 

The following reports for the first calendar quarte:r of 1966 were received too late to be included in the published reports · 
for that quarter: · · 

A. Active-Retired Lighthouse Service Em
ployees Association, Post Office Box 2169, 
South Portland, Maine. 

D. (6) $39. E. (9) $7.35. 

A. Ad Hoc Commtttee of the Construction 
Industry· Advancement Funds, 1016 20th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,200. 

A. Allen & Murden, Inc., 1616 H Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee of European Shipown~rs. 
30-32 St. Mary Axe, London E. c: 3, England; 
and Norwegian Shipowners Association, Post 
Office Box 1452, Oslo, Norway. 

D. (6) $4,000. E. (9) $585.01. 

A. Allen & Murden, Inc., 1616 H Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 
. B. Informal Committee of 16 European 
and Other Foreign Cruise Ship Lines, 25 
Broadway, New York, N.Y .. 

D. (6) $10,500. E. (9) $1,630.22. 

A. American Cancer Society, 219 East 42d 
Street, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $7,175.29. 

A. American Carpet Institute, Inc., 350 
Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $310. E. (9) $274. 

A. American Dental Association, 211 East 
Chicago Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $5,365.74 . . E. (9) $5,365.74. 

A. American Gas Association, Inc., 605 
Third Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. American Hospital Association, · 840 
North Lake Shore Drive, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $9,966.09. E. (9) $9,966.09, 

A. American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $10,290.06. E. (9) $16,255.22. 

A. American Veterinary Medical Associa
tion, 1522 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $510. 

A. Robert E. Ansheles, 1028 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Consolidated International Trading 
Corp., 180 Madison Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $300. E. · (9) $63.26. 

A. Roy A. Archibald, 1705 Murchison 
Drive, Burlingame, Calif. 

B. National Education Association, 1201 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $200. E. (9) $50. 

A. Arkansas Railroad Committee, 1100 
Boyle Building, Little Rock, Ark. 

B. Class I railroads operating in the State 
of Arkansas. 

D. (6) $77.70. E. (9) $648.32. 

A. Arnold &' Porter, 1229 19th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Commissioner of Baseball, 680 Fifth 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $485.88. 

A. Arnold & Porter, 1229 19th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Floor Covering Committee Affiliated 
With the National Council of American Im
porters, 295 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $8,820. · 

A. Arnold & Porter, 1229 19th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Lever Brothers Co., 390 Park Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. · 

A. American Humane Association, 
Pennsylvania Street, Denver, Colo. 

A. Arnold & Porter, 1229 19th Street NW., 
896 Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $2,756.90. 

A. _American Library Association, 50 East 
Huron, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $478.75. E. (9) $14,536.73. 

A. American Life Convention, 211 East 
Chicago Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $585.80. E. (9) $106.40. 

A. American Merchant Marine Institute, 
Inc., 11 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $1,694.30. 

A. American Osteopathic Association, 212 
East Ohio Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $636.40. E. (9) $636.40. 

A. American Parents Committee, Inc., 20 
E Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,360.29. E. (9) $567.02. 

A. American Stock Yards Association, 
1712 I Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,350. E. (9) $900. 

A. American Surveys, 2000 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $100. E. (9) $18.14. 

A. American Thrift Assembly, 1028 Con
necticut Avenue RW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $225. E. (9) $31.85. 

A. American Transit Association, 815 Con
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,050, E. (9) $7,725.10. 

B. National Retail Merchants Association, 
100 West 31st Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. Arnold & Porter, 1:229 19th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. -Record Industry Association of A:qler
ica, Inc., 1 East 57th Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $12,499.98. E. (9) $75.62. 

A. The Arthritis Foundation, 1212 Avenue 
of the Americas, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $1,456.56. 

A. Atlantic Development Co., Box 3676, 
Georgetown Branch, Washington, D.C. 

B. Puerto Rico Manufacturers Association, 
First Federal Building, Santurce, P.R. 

A. Automatic Car Wash Association, Inc., 
4432 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $3,624.50. E. (9) $1,821.93. 

A. Raymond Maxfield Barnes, 305 Com
monwealth Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Northern Natural Gas Co., 2223 Dodge 
Street, Omaha, Nebr. 

D. (6) $244. E. (9) $29.40. 

A. W1lliam G. Barr, 1101 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Parkip.g Association, 1101 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Lowell R. Beck, 1705 DeSales Street, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Bar Association, 1705 DeSales 
Street, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $100. E. (9) $15. 

A. Joel D. Blackmon, 910 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Mailers Union, 2240 Bell 
Court, Denver, Colo. 

D. (6) . $500. 

A. Blumberg, Singer, Ross & Gordon, 350 
Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

B. Cigar Manufacturers Association of 
America, Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $21,250. 

A. Blumberg, Singer, Ross & Gordon, 350 
Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

B. Cigar Manufacturers Association . of 
America, Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $21,250. E. (9) $318.20. 

A. Melvin J. Boyle, 1200 15th Street _NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Brotherhood of Electrical 
Workers, 1200 15th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $3,328.52. 

A. Colonel A. A. Brackett, 333 . Pennsyl
vania Avenue SE., Washington, D.C. 

A. Florence I. Broadwell, 1737 H Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Federation of Feder.al Employ
ees, 1737 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $.3,432.73. 

A. Carl Bronn, 897 National Press Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Reclamation Association, 897 
National Press Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,250.01. E. (9) $119.79. 

A. Milton E. Brooding, 215 Fremont Street, 
San Francisco, Calif. 

B. California Packing Corp., 215 Fremont 
Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

D. (6) $750. E. (9) $300. 

A. Brotherhood of Painters, Decorators & 
Paperhangers of America, 217-19 North Sixth 
Street, Lafayette, Ind. 

E. (9) $3,698.40. 

A. Brotherhood of Railway & Steamship 
Clerks, Freight Handlers, Express & Station 
Employes, 1015 Vine Street, Cincinnati Ohio. 

D. (6) $10,957.50. _ E. (9) $10,957.50. 

A. Robert J. Brown, 1735 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Telephone Cooperative Asso
ciation, 1735 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $100. 

A. James E. Bryan, Inc., 2000 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Blue Shield 
Plans, 425 North Michigan Avenue, Chi
cago, Ill. 

D. (6) $1,000. E. (9) $1,379.17. 

A. Bulgarian Claims Committee, c/o Drey
fuss & Co., 2 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $200. E. (9) $119.97. 

A. George B. Burnham, 132 Third Street 
SE., Washington, D.C. 

B. Numerous stockholders of the Burnham 
Chemical Co., .132 Third Street SE., Wash
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $320. E. (9) $320. 

A. John J. Burke, Finlen Hotel, :Autte, 
Mont. 
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B. Pacific Northwest Power Co., Post omce 

Drawer 1445, Spokane, Wash. 
E. (9) $200. 

A. Lowell A. Burkett, 1025 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Vocational Association, 1025 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Charles S. Burns, 1102 Ring Building, 
Washington, D.C. . 

B. American Mining Congress, Ring Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $584.50. E. (9) $591.32. 

A. George H. Buschmann, 2000 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $45,000. E. (9) $15,000.01. 

A. Monroe Butler, 1801 Avenue of the 
Stars, Los Angeles, Calif. 

B. The Superior Oil Co., 1801 Avenue of 
the Stars, Los Angeles, Calif. 

A. Robert B. Byrnes, 1514 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. ·National Railroad Pension Forum, Inc., 
2403 East 75th Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $300. E. (9) $67.92. 

A. Col. John T. Carlton, 333 Pennsylvania 
Avenue SE., Washington, D.C. 

A. H. Allen Carroll, 1730 K Street NW .• 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Telephone & Telegraph Co., 
195 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $115.50. 

A. Casey, Lane & Mittendorf, 26 Broadway, 
New York, N.Y. 

B. South African Sugar Association, Post 
Office Box 507, Durban, South Africa. 

D. (6) $7,926.25. E. (9) $1,133.86. 

A. Donald E. Channell, 1705 DeSales Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Bar Association, 1705 DeSales 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $400. E. (9) $79.60. 

A. Hal M. Christensen, 1750 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Dental Association, 1750 
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,250. 

A. Cigar Manufacturers Association of 
America, Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, 
N~ . • 

I D. (6) $19,880.77. E. (9} $903.20. 

A. Cigar Manufacturers Association of 
America, Inc., 350 Fift.h Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $19,880.77. E. (9} $76.61. 

A. Cigar Manufacturers Association of 
America, Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $19,880.77. E. (9) $62. 

A. William F. Claire, 1145 19th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Paper Institute, Inc., 122 East 
42d Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. James E. Clark, Jr., 1303 New Hampshire 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Fleet Reserve Association, 1303 New 
Hampshire Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Coles & Gaertner, 1000 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee of American Tanker Owners, 
Inc., 1 Chase Manhattan Plaza, New York, 
N.Y. . 

A. Coles & Gaertner, 1000 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Pacific Navigation System, Inc., Box 7, 
Agana, Guam. 

A. Bernard J. Conway, 211 East Chicago 
Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

B. American Dental Association, 211 East 
Chicago Avenue, Chicago, Dl. · 

D. (6) $1,531. 

A. Council of Profit Sharing Industries, 
Munsey Building, Washington, D.C. 

A. Council of State Chambers of Com
merce, 1028 Connecticut Avenue, · Washing
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $931.40. E. (9) $931.40. 

A. Michael P. Daniels, 1000 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. United States-Japan Trade Council, 
1000 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $50. 

A. Charles A. Darnell, 3129 Brereton Court, 
Huntington, W.Va. 

B. Sheet Metal Workers International As
sociation, 1000 Connecticut Avenue, Wash
ington, D.C. 

A. Donald S. Dawson, 731 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. ,C.I.T. Financial Corp., 650 Madison 
Avenue, New York. N.Y. 

A, Donald S. Dawson, 731 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. D.C. Transit System, Inc., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Donald S. Dawson, 731 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Guild of Prescription Opticians, 1250 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Donald S. Dawson, 731 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Indian Sugar Mills Association, Cal-
cutta, India. · 

A. Dawson, Griffin, Pickens & Riddell, 731 
Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Air Transport Association, Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $2,600. 

A. Dawson, Griffin, Pickens & Riddell, 731 
Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Nursing Home Association, 
1346 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Dawson, Griffin, Pickens & Riddell, 731 
Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. C.I.T. Financial Corp., New York, N.Y. 

A. Dawson, Griffin, Pickens & Riddell, ' 731 
Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Indian Sugar Mllls Association, Cal
cutta, India. 

A. Dawson, Griffin, Pickens & Riddell, 731 
Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Laundry-Dry Cleaning Association of 
D.C., 2401 Calvert Street NW ., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Dawson, Griftln, Pickens & Riddell, 781 
Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Restaurant Association, 1165 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,750. 

A. Dawson, Griffin, Pickens & Riddell, 731 
Washington · Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. People Life Insurance Co., Acacia Mu
tual Life Insurance Co., and Equitable Life 
Insurance Co., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,812.50. 

A. Dawson, Griffin, Pickens & Riddell, 731 
Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Virgin Islands Gift and Fashion Shop 
Association, St. Thomas, Virgin Islands. 

A. Franklin W. Denius, Post Office Box 
1148, Austin, Tex. 
· B. Texas Electric Service Co., Post omce 
Box 970, Fort Worth, Tex.; Dallas Power & 
Light Co., Dallas, Tex., and Texas Power & 
Light Co., Post omce Box 6331, Dallas, Tex. 

E. (9) $1,02~.84. 

A. Henry I. Dworshak, 1102 Ring Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Mining Congress, Ring Build
ing, Was.hington, D.C. 

D. (6) $553.14. 

A. Harold E. Edwards, 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. United Steelworkers of America, 1600 
Commonwealth Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

D. (6) $3,370. E. (9) $300. 

A: J. C. B. Ehringhaus, Jr., Post Office Box 
1776, Raleigh, N.C. 

B. Southern Railway System, Post omce 
Box 1808, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,250. E. (9) $1,618.41. 

A. W~rren G. Ell1ott, 1701 K Street NW.~ 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Life Insurance Associat~on of America, 
277 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $158.18. E. (9) $13.87. 

A. John W. Emeigh, 1750 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The National Rural Letter Carriers' As
sociation, 1750 Pennsylvania Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $406.89. E. (9) $27.60. 

A. Arthur S. Fefferman, 1701 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. . 

B. American Life· Convention, 211 East 
Chicago Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Mello G. Fish, 1001 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. . 

B. United Steelworkers of America, 1500 
Commonwealth Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

, D. (6) $2,835. E. (9) $300. 

A. Forest Farmers Association Cooperative, 
Post omce Box 7278, Station c, Atlanta, Ga.. 

A .. Morley E. Fox, Hotel Congressional, 800 
New Jersey Avenue SE., Washington, D.C. 

B. Central Arizona Project Association. 
Arizona Title Building, Phoenix, Ariz. 

D. (6) $245.88. E. (9) $156. 

A. Milton Fricke, Papillion, Nebr. 
B. Natronal Association of Soil and 'Water 

Conservation Districts, League City, Tex. 

A. David C. Fullarton, 1735 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Telephone Cooperative Asso
ciation, 1735 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $330. 

A. William A. Geoghegan, 1000 Ring Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. The Soap and Detergent Assoclati.on, 
295 Madison Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,500. 

A. Mary Condon Gareau, 1201 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Education Association, 1201 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,073.79. E. (9) $577.21. 

A. Ernest Giddings, 1346 Conneotlcut Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Retired Teachers Association, 
American Association of Retired Persons, Ex
ecutive Office, Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $1,292.16. 

A. Robert Gladwin, Fruit Street, Boston, 
Mass. 
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B. Massachusetts General Hospital, Fruit 

Street, Boston, Mass. 

A. Glean F. Glezen, 1303 New Hampshire 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Fleet Reserve Association, 1303 New 
Hampshire Avenue NW., Washington:, D.C. 

· A. Robert · GUcker, 1642 South 52d Street, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

B. International Mailers Union, 2240 Bell 
Court, Denver, Colo. 

A. John A. Gosnell, 1225 19th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,833.34. 

A. Lawrence L. Gourley, 1625 I Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Osteopathic Association, 212 
East Ohio Street, Chicago, Dl. 

D. (6) $500. 

A. Grand Lodge of the Brotherhood of Lo
comotive Riremen and Enginemen, 15401 De
troit Avenue, Lakewood, Cleveland, Ohio. 

D. (6) $90,696.38. E. (9) $90,696.38. 

A. Samuel A. Grayson, 611 Idaho Building, 
Boise, Idaho. · 

B. Union Pacific Railroad Co., 1416 DOdge 
Street, Omaha, Nebr. 

A. Dale Greenwood, 302 Hoge Building, Se
attle, Wash. 

B. Washington Railroad Association, 302 
Hoge Building, Seattle, Wash. 

A. Jerry N. Griffin, 731 Washington Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. C.I.T. Financial Corp., 650 'Madison Ave
nue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Jerry N. Griffin, 731 Washington Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. Indian Sugar 'Mills Association, Cal
cutta, India. 

A. Jerry N. Griffin, 731 Washington Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. Mutual Benefit Health & Accident Asso
ciation, Omaha, Nebr. 

A. Jerry N. Griffin, 731 Washington Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. Oceanic Properties, Inc., Post Office Box 
2780, Honolulu, Hawaii. 

A. J. S. Grigsby, Jr., 1103 Stahlman Build
ing, Nashville, Tenn. 

B. Southern States Industrial Councll, 
1103-1111 Stahlman Building, Nashville, 
Tenn. 

D. (6) $2,400. 

A. George Gross, 1625 L Street NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. · 

B. National Association of Home Builders 
of the United States, 1625 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $965.90. 

A. J. G. Hall, General Motors Corp., De
troit, Mich. 

B. General Motors Corp., 3044 West Grand 
Boulevard, Detroit, Mich. 

A. Harold F. Ha~ond, 1101 17th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Transportation Association of America, 
1101 17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. W111Lam B. Harman, Jr., 1701 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Life Convention, 211 East Chi
cago Avenue, Chicago, Dl. 

D. ( 6) $50.30. 

A. George J. Hecht, 52 Vanderbilt Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

B. American Parents Committee, Inc, 20' E 
Street NW., Washington, D.C., and the sub-

committee Bipartisan Citizens Committee for 
Federal Aid for Public Elementary and Sec
ondary Education, 2107 Davenport Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Robert B. Heiney, 1133 20th Street ·NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Canners Association, 1133 20th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $875. E. (9) $1,947.54. 

A. Noel Hemmendinger, 1000 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. United States-Japan Trade Oo'unc11, 
1000 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $50. 

A. Christopher 0. Henderson, 1341 G Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Organization of Professional Employees 
of the U.S. Department of Agriculture, 1341 
G Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $656. E. (9) $25. 

A. Augustus H. Hewlett, 323 Dupont Circle 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. North American Association of Alcohol
ism Programs, 323 Dupont Circle Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $150. E. (9) $177.50. 

A. J. J. Hickey, 405 Majestic Building, 
Cheyenne, Wyo. 

B. Union Pacific Railroad Co. 

A. Carey W. H1111ard, 1750 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The National Rural Letter Carriers• 
Association, 1750 Pennsylvania Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $406.89 . . E. (9) $28.95. 

A. Brig. Gen. James D. Hittle, USMC 
(Ret.), 200 Maryland Avenue NE., Washing
ton, D.C. 

B. Veterans of Foreign Wru:s of the United 
States. 

D. (~) $1,1~6.67. E. (9) $55.90. 

A. Frank N. Hoffman, 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. United Steelworkers of America, 1500 
Commonwealth .Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

D. (6) $4,000. E. (9) $1,000. 

A. John W. Holton, 815 Connecticut Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 
. B. The .American Bankers Association, 90 
Park Avenue, New York, N.Y . . 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $737.10. 

A. Harold A. Hosier, 2240 Bell cOurt, Den
ver, Colo. 

B. International Mailers Union, 2240 Bell 
Court, Denver, Clo. · 

A. David P. Houlihan, 1000 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. United States-Japan Trade Council, 
1000 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $50. 

A. Harold K. Howe, 400 Walker Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Institute . of Laundering, 
Joliet, Dl. 

D. (6) $1,607.31. 

A. Harold K. Howe, 400 Walker Building, 
Washington, D.C. · 

B. Outdoor Power Equipment Institute, 
Inc.; 400 Walker Building, Washington, D.C. 

A. Harold K. Howe, 400 WiUker _Building, 
Washington, D.C.· 

B. National Automatic Merchandising As
sociation, 400 Walker Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Floyd E. Huffman, 1750 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The National Rural Letter Carriers' As
sociation, 1750 Pennsylvania Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $406.89. E. (9) $51.10. 

A. William J. Hull, 1000 Connecticut Ave· 
nue, Washington, D.C. 

B. Ashland Oil & Refining Oo., 1409 Win
chester Avenue, Ashland, Ky. 

A. William J. Hull, 1000 Connecticut Ave-
nue, Washington, D.C. . . 

B. Ohio Valley Improvement Association, 
Inc. 

A. Meryle V. Hutchinson, 1030 15th Stre~ 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Nurses' A.ssoc·iation, Inc., 10 
Columbus Circle, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $2,634.14. 

A. Everett Hutchinson, 839 17th street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Motor Bus Own
ers, 839 17th Street NW .• Washington, D.C. 

A. Inland Steel Co., 30 West Monroe Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 

A. Internationa.l Assoc1ation of MachinLsts, 
Machinists Building, Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $2,511.80. 

A. International Brotherhood· of Team
sters, 25 Louisdana Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

E. (9) $18,383.40. 

A. International Mailers · Union, 2240 Bell 
Court, Denve-r, Colo. 

E. (9) $528.43. 

A. International Union of Electrical, Radio 
& Machine Workers, 1126 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $500. 

A. Rear Adm. Alexander J-ackson, Jr., 333 
Pennsylvania Avenue SE., Washington, D.C. 

A. Chas. E. Jackson, 715 Ring Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $5. 

A. Chas. B. Jennings, 1712 I Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Stock Yards Association, 1712 
I Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D: (6) $400. 

A. Glendon E. Johnson, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Life Convention, 211 East Ohi
cago Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $472.50. E. (9) $17.45. 

A. Willis Johnson, 300 New Jersey Avenue 
SE., Washington, D.C. 

B. Business Information Service, 300 New 
Jersey Avenue SE., Washington, D.C. 

A. Charlie w. Jones, 1120 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Carpet Institute, Inc., 850 
Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $210. E. (9) $35. 

A. Mrs. Fritz R. Kahn, 9202 Peace Place, 
Fairfax, Va. 

B. National Congress of Parents and 
Teachers, 700 North Bush Street, Chicago, 
Ill. 

E. (9) $32.48. 

A. Allan M. Kearney, 1001 Broad Street, 
Johnstown, Pa. 

B. Pennsylvania Eiectric Co., 1001 Broad 
Street, Johnstown, Pa. 

'. 
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A. Jerome J. Keating, ·100 Indiana Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Letter Carriers, 
100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, D.C •. 

D. (6) $3,125. . 

A. Howard B. Keck, 1801 A venue of the 
Stars, Los Angeles, Calif. 

B. The Superior Oil Co., 1801 Avenue of 
the Stars, Los Angeles, Calif~ 

E. (9) $300. 

A. Thomas John · Kehoe, · 1904 Rookwood 
Road, Silver Spring, Md. 

E. (9) $930. 

A. Robert H. Kellen, 25 East Chestnut 
Street, Chicago, Ill. . 

B. Mayonnaise and Salad Dressings Insti
tute, 25 East Chestnut Stree1j, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Robert H. Kellen, 25 East Chestnut 
Street, Chicago, Dl. 

B. National Preservers Association, 25 
East Chestnut Street, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Ken Kendrick, 1030 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Wheat Growers. 
D. (6) $2,288.05. E. (9) $2,288.05. 

A. J. Don Kerlin, 100 indiana Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Reuben H. Donnelley Corp., 236 
East 42d Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $300. 

A. J. Don Kerlin, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Letter Carriers, 
100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $300. E. (9) $100. 

~· J. Don Kerlin, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Time, Inc., Rockefeller Center, New 
York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $300. E. (9) $42.72. 

A. Kenneth L. Kimble, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washington, D .C. 

B. Life Insurance Association of America, 
277 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $437.50. E. (9) $42.72. 

A. Mr. & Mrs. Harry L. Kingnion. 
D. (6) $1,860. E. (9) $1,860. 

A. William L. Kohler, 1616 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,200. E. (9) $178.50. 

A. Germaine Krettek, 200 C Street SE., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Library Association, 50 East 
Huron Street, Chicago, Ill. 

E. (9) $4,972.23. 

A. Herman C. Kruse, 245 Market Street, 
San Franciscq, Calif. 

B. Pacific Gas & Electric Co., 245 Market 
Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

D. (6) $4,387.50. E. (9) $4,258.43. 

A. Lloyd R. Kuhn, 1725 DeSales Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Aerospace Industries Association of 
America, · Inc., 1725 DeSales Street NW ., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,752. E. (9) $648.65. 

A. Dlllard B. Lasseter, 1616 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 :r Street NW., , Washington,_ D.C. 

D. (6) $1,200. E. (9) $525. 

A. Dillard B. Lasseter,:,.Post Office Box 381, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Organization of Professional Employees 
of the u.s. Dept. of Agriculture, Post Office 
Box 381, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $586.50. E. (9) $125. 

A. Dlllard B. Lasseter, Post Offi.ce Box 381, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Organization of Professional Employees 
of the U.S. Dept. of Agriculture, Post Office 
Box 381, Washington, D.C. 

E. · (9) $125. 

A. John V. Lawrence, 1616 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Trucking .Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,200. E. (9) $27.65. 

A . . Robert J. Leigh, 1735 K Street NW ., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Telephone Cooperative Asso
ciation, 1735 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $36. 

A. Donald Ler-ch & Co., Inc., 1522 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Shell Chemical Co., 110 West 31st Street. 
New York, N.Y. 

A. Life Insurance Association of America, 
277 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D~ (6) $4,059.29. · E. (9) $4,059.29. 

A. John J. Linnehan, 1625 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. · · 

B. National Association of Home Builders 
of the United States, 1625 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,125. E. (9) $523.38. 

A. Donald J. Lipsett, 1420 N Stree·t NW., 
Washington, D.C. · 

B. American Conservative Union, 1010 Ver
mont Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,107.12. 

A. Maj. Gen. George 0. N. Lodoen, 333 
Pennsylvania Avenue SE., Washington, D.C. 

A. John J. Long, 711 14th · Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Printing Pressmen and 
Assistants' Union of North America, Press-
men's Home, Tenn. · 

D. (6) $1,950. E. (9) $1,988. 

A. R. C. Longmire, Pauls Valley, Okla. 
B. National Association of Soil and Water 

Conservation Districts, ·League City, Tex. 

A. Harold 0. Lovre, 1616 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Tr:ucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,200. E. (9) $294.75. 

A. John M. Lumley, 1201· 16th Street NW., 
washington, D.C. 

B. National Education Association, 1201 
16th street NW., Washington, ·D.C. 

D. (6) $2,130.02. E. (9) $690.63. 

A. LeRoy E. Lyon, Jr., Eleventh & L Build
ing, Sacramento, Calif. 

B. California Railroad Association, 215 
Market Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

D. (6) $2,812.50. ~. (9) $600.77. 

A. William c. McCamant, 1725 K Street 
NW ., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $300. 

A. J. L. McCaskil1, 1201 16th Street NW .• 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Education Association, 1201 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) ~1.200. E. (9) $100 .. 

. A. McClure & Trotter, 1710 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Colca-Cola Co., Post Office Drawer, 
1734, Atlanta, Ga. 

A; McClure & Trotter, 1710 H Street NW .• 
Washington, D .C. 

B. Socony Mobil Oil Co., Inc., 150 East 
42tl Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. Joseph J. McDonald, 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.O. 

B. United Steelworkers of America, 1500 
Commonwealth Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

D. (6) $3,370. E. (9) $300._ 

A. Stanley J. McFarland, 1201 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Education Association, 1201 
16th Street NW ., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,136.73. E. (9) $59.31. 

A. Mrs. Barbara D. McGarry, 20 E Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Parents. Committee, Inc., 20 
E Street NW., Washington, D.C. and its sub.: 
committee Bipartisan Citizens Committee for 
Federal Aid for Public Elementary and 
Secondary Education, 4107 Davenport Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. • 

A. Clarence M. Mcintosh, 400 First Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Railway and Steamship 
Clerks, 1015 Vine Street, Cincinnati, Ohio. 
. D. (6) $2,095.29. E. (9) $17.75. 

A. William H. McLin, 1201 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Education Association, 1201 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,202.02. E. (9) $189.28. 

A. Clarence M. McMillan, 1343 L Street NW ., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Candy Wholesalers Association, 
Inc., 1343 L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Ralph J. McNair, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. · 

B. Life Insurance Association of America, 
277 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $206.93. E. (9) $56.71. 

A. Charles R. McNeill, 815 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Bankers Association, 90 
Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,200. E. (9) $40.48. 

A. Shane MacCarthy, 20 Chevy Chase 
Circle NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Printing Industries of America, Inc., 20 
Chevy Chase Circle NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $475. E. (9) $750. 

A. David M. Marsh, 837 Washington Butld
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Insurance Association, 110 
William Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $700. E. (9) $15.32. 

A. Edwin E. Marsh, 600 Crandall Building. 
Salt Lake City, Utah. 

B. National Wool Growers Association, 600 
Crandall Building, Salt Lake City, Utah. 

D. (6) $3,255. E. (9) $204.11. 

A. Arnold Mayer, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Amalgamated Meat Cutters and 
Butcher Workmen of North America, 2800 
North Sheridan Road, Chicago, Dl. 

D. (6) $3,625. E. (9) $455. 

A. Mayonnaise & Salad Dressings Insti
tute, 25 East Chestnut Street, Chicago, Dl. 

A. Anthony Mazzocchi, 1126 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Oil Chemical and Atomic Workers In
ternational Union, 1840 California Street, 
Denver, Colo~ 

D. (6) $1,43~.60. E. (9) $227.60. 
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A. Robert A. Means, 1303 New Hampshire 

Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. · 
B. Fleet Reserve Association, 1303 New 

Ha:tl)pshiFe Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Carl J. Megel, 1343 H Street NW., WI\Sh
ington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Teachers, 716 
North Rush Street, Chicago, Dl. 

E. (9) $8,800. 

A. Ell1s E. Meredith, 2000 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Apparel Manufacturers Asso
ciation, Inc., 2000 K Street NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

E. (9) $2,700. 

A. M. Barry Meyer, 1616 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $750. E. (9) $1,194.20. 

A. Joseph L. Miller, 918 16th Street, Wash
ington, D.C. 

A. Claude Minard, 215 Market Street, San 
Francisco, Calif. 

B. California . Railroad Association, 215 
Market Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

A. Stephen A. Mitchell, Post Office Box 486, 
Taos, N. Mex. 

A. Mobilehome Dealers National Associa
tion, 39 South LaSalle Street, Chicago, m. 

E. (9) $2,210.43. 

A. Willis C. Moffatt, 525 First Security 
Building, Boise, Idaho. 

A. Joseph E. Moody, 1000 16th Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $625. 

A. Jo V. Morgan, Jr., 815 15th Street N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Humane Association, Post 
Office Box 1266, Denver, Colo. 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $306.86. 

A. Carlos Moore, 25 Louisiana Avenue N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 

B: International Brotherhood of Teamsters, 
25 Louisiana Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,750. 

A. Mrs. Jennelle Moorhead, Eugene Con
tinuation Center, Eugene, Oreg. 

A. CUrtis Morris, 1725 I Street NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

B. American Gas Association, Inc., 605 
Third Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Motor and Equipment Manufacturers 
Association, 304 West 58th Street, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. ( 6) $4,300. 

A. John J. Murphy, Jr., 815 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Bricklayers, Masons & Plasterers Inter
national Union of America, 815 15th Street 
NW ., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,600. E. (9) $306.20. 

A. J. Walter Myers, Jr., Station C, Atlanta, 
Ga. 

B. Forest Farmers Association Cooperative, 
Post Ofll.ce Box 7284, Station C, Atlanta, Ga. 

D. (6) $84.34. E. (9) $144.07. 

A. National Association for the Advance
ment of Colored People, 20 West 40th Street, 
New York. N.Y. 

A. National Association of Blue Shield 
Plans, 425 North Michigan Avenue, Chicago, 
Dl. -

E. (9) $1,379.17. 

A. National Association of Home Builders 
of the United · States, 1625 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $17,423.11. E. (9) $12,429.27. 

A. National Association of Letter Carriers, 
100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $658,367.90. E. (9) $12,471.55. 

A. National Association of Real Estate 
Boards, 36 South Wabash Avenue, Chicago, 
Dl., and 1300 Connecticut Avenue, Washing
ton, D.C. 

E. (9) $10,981.40. 

A. National Association of Social Workers, 
Inc., 2 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y., and 
1346 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $2,490. 

A. National Associ-ation of Wheat Growers, 
1030 15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,288.05. E. (9) $2,288.05. 

A. National Audio-Visual Association, Inc., 
3150 Spring Street, Fairfax, Va. 

D. (6) $4,646.50. E. (9) $901.93. 

A. National Canners Association, 1133 20th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $444,618.02. E. (9) $13,654.12. 

A. National Coal Policy Conference, Inc., 
1000 16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $4,931.92. 

A. National Committee for International 
Development, 1762 Church Street NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $12,000. E. (9) $144.77. 

A. National Committee for Research in 
Neurological Disorders, c;o Dr. A. B. Baker, 
Division of Neurology, University of Minne
sota Hospital, Minneapolis, Minn. 

E. (9) $5,000. 

A. National Congress of Parents and Teach
ers, 700 North Rush Street, Chicago, Dl. 

A. National Council on Business Mall, Inc., 
100 West Monroe Street, Chicago, Ill. 

A. National Council, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, 3027 North Broad 
Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 

E. (9) $160. 

A. National Council of Naval Air Stations 
Employee Organizations, 239 Beach Road, 
Alameda, Calif. 

A. National Counsel As~iates, 421 New 
Jersey Avenue SE., Washington, D.C. 

B. Central Scientific Co., 1700 Irving Park 
Road, Chicago, Dl. 

D. (6) $900. E. (9) $142.99. 

A. National Counsel Associates, 421 New 
Jersey Avenue SE., Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee for the Study of Revenue 
Bond Financing, 149 Broadway, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $868.86. E. (9) $196.71. 

A. National Federation of Business and 
Professional Women's Clubs, Inc., 2012 Mas
sachusetts Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $29,767.50. E. (9) $3,465.60. 

A. National Federation of Federal Employ
ees, 1737 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $124,783.18. E. (9) $11,969.65. 

A. National Federation of Independent 
Businesses, Inc., 920 Washington Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $21,087.56. E. (9) $21,087.56. 

A. National Housing Conference, Inc., 1250 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $54,763.75. E. (9) $28,853.27. 

A. National Livestock Feeders Association, 
309 Livestock Exchange Building, Omaha., 
Nebr. 

D. (6) $6,500. E. (9) $6,500. 

A. National Multiple Sclerosis Society, 257 
Park Avenue South, New York, N.Y. · 

E. (9) $571.04. 

A. National Parking Association, 1101 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. and Washing
ton Parking Association, Jefferson Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,666.65. 

A. National Parking Association, 1101 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $666.66. 

A. National Preservers Association, 25 East 
Chestnut Street, Chicago, Dl. 

A. National Rehab111tation Association, 
1522 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $10,713. E. (9) $1,181. 

A. The National Rural Letter Carriers' As
sociation, 1750 Pennsylvania Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,737.30. E. (9) $7,891.98. 

A. National Small Business Association, 
1225 19th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,000. E. (9) $2,562.52. 

A. National Tax Equality Association, Inc., 
1000 Connecticut Avenue Building, Washing-
ton, D.C. · 

D. (6) $12,083.45. E. (9) $8,291.34. 

A. National Telephone Cooperative Asso
ciation, 1735 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $466. 

A. National Wool Growers Association, 600 
Crandall Building, Salt Lake City, Utah. 

D. (6) $30,935.82. E. (9) $3,997.92. 

A. Edward K. Nellor, 1900 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Right to Work Committee, 1900 
L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,000. E. (9) $100. 

A. George R. Nelson, Machinists Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Association of Machinists, 
Machinists Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $1,011.80. 

A. Carl E. Newton, 2 Wall Street, New York, 
N.Y. 

B. Boston & Maine Corp., North Station, 
Boston, Mass. 

E. (9) $84.22. 

A. Stanley D. Noble, Munsey Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Council of Profit Sharing Industries, 
Munsey Building, Washington, D.C. 

A. Robert W. Nolan, 1303 New Hampshire 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Fleet Reserve Association, 1303 New 
Hampshire Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $100. 

A. North Carolina Cotton Promotion Asso
ciation, Box 5425, Raleigh, N.C. 

A. North Carolina Railroad Association, 
Post Offlce Box 2635, Raleigh, N.C. 

D. (6) $2,706.85. E. (9) $600.36. 

A. John A. O'Donnell, 1616 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,200. 
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A. Order of Railway ConduCTtors and Brake
men, O.R.C. & B. Building, Cedar Rapids, 
Iowa. 

E. (9) $5,613.66. 

A. Organization of Professional Employees 
of the U.S. Department of Agriculture, Post 
Office Box 381, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,259.48. E. (9) $982.02. 

A. Organization of Professional Employees 
of the U.S. Department of Agriculture, Post 
Office Box 381, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,230.55. E. $1,350.85. 

A. John A. Overholt, 10400 Connecticut 
Avenue, Kensington, Md., and 1106 Munsey 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Retired Civil 
Employees, 1909 Q Street NW ., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,269.24. 

A. J. Allen Overton, Jr., 1102 Ring Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Mining Congress, Ring Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,200~ 

A. Andrew A. Pettis, 100 Indiana A venue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

. B. Industrial Union of Marine and Ship
building Workers of America, 534 Cooper 
Street, Camden, N.J. 

D. (6) $4,340. E. (9) $3,446.78. 

A. Joseph D. Phelan, 485 National Press 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Colorado River Association, 417 South 
Hill Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 

D. (6) $3,000. -E. (9) $730. 

A. Pierson, Ball & Dowd, 1000 Ring Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. Federal Cartridge Corp., 2700 Foshay 
Tower, Minneapolis, Minn. 

A. Albert Pike, Jr., 277 Park Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 

B. Life Insurance Association of America, 
277 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Bruce~ 0. Pike, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Railway and Steamship 
Clerks, 1015 Vine Street, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

D. (6) $1,873.92. E. (9) $11.60. 

A. James F. Pinkney, 1616 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,000. E. (9) $100.55. 

A. Milton M. Plumb, 1629 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. , 

B. Switchman's Union of North America, 
3 Linwood Avenue, Buffalo, N.Y. 

l 

A. W1lliam A. Quinlan, 1317 F Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Associated Retail Bakers. 
D. (6) $546.13. E. (9) $207.52. 

A. W1lliam A. Quinlan, 1317 F Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Candy Wholesalers. 
D. (6) $22.64. E. (9) $9.57. 

A. William A. Quinlan, 1317 F Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. U.S. Wholesale Grocers. 
D. (6) $37.83. E. (9) $14.38. 

A. James H. Rademacher, 100 Indiana Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Letter Carriers, 
100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,500. 

A. Ragan & MasOn, 900 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Bermuda Trade . Development 
Board, Hamilton, Bermuda. 

D. (6) $1,666. E. (9) $1.20. 

A. Ragan & Mason, 900 17th Street NW ., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Bulk Food Carriers, Inc., 311 California 
Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

D. (6) $900. E. (9) $25. 

A. Ragan & Mason, 900 17th Street NW •• 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Sea-Land Service Inc., Post Office Box 
1050, Elizabeth, N.J. 

D. (6) $900. E. (9) $27.47. 

A. Ragan & Mason, 900 17th Street NW ., 
Washington. D.C. 

B. South Atlantic & Caribbean Line Inc., 
250 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $200. 

A. Ragan & Mason, 900 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Stimson Lumber Co. Post Office Box 68, 
Forest Grove, Oreg. 

D. (6) $1,000. E. (9) $142.94. 

A. Ragan & Mason, 900 17th Street NW ., 
washington, D.C. 

B. Elisabeth von Oberndorfl', 200 East 66th 
Street, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $244.58. 

A. Carl R. Ramsey, 239 Beach Road, Ala
meda, Calif. 

B. National Council of Naval Air Stations 
Employee Organizations, 239 Bea9h Road, 
Alameda, Calif. 

A. Record Industry Association of America, 
Inc., 1 East 57th Street New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $17,530.87. 

A. LaWrence D. Reedy, 200 Park Avenue, 
New York. N.Y. 

B. American Association of Advertising 
Agencies, Inc., 200 Park Avenue. New York, 
N.Y. 

E. (9) $538.93. 

A. R. Peter Regalado, 2519 Southern Ave
nue SE., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $15. E. (9) $213.50. 

A. George L. Reid, Jr., 1616 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B . American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $799.98. E. (9} $97.75. 

A. Reserve Officers Association of the 
United States, 333 Pennsylvania Avenue SE., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Harry H. Richardson, 335 Austin Street, 
Bogalusa, La. 

B. Louisiana Railroads. 
D. (6) $37.50. E. (9) $80.20. 

A. James W. Riddell, 731 Washington 
Building, Washington; D.C. 

B. Air Transport Association, Washington, 
D.C. 

A. James. W. Riddell, 731 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. C.I.T. Financial Corp., New York, N.Y. 

A. James W. Riddell, 731 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Indian Sugar Mllls Association, Cal
cutta, India. 

A. John J. Riley, 1625 L Street NW., Wash-
ingt~.D~. _ 

B. National Association o! Home Builders 
of the United States, 1625 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. · 

D. (6)" $600. E. (9) $40.58. 

A. Gloria Riordan, 1126 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Union of Electrical, Radio 
and Machine Workers, 1126 16th Street NW.~ 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $500. 

A. William Neale Roach, 1616 P Street NW.~ 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Trucking Associations, Inc.~ 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,200. E. (9) $180. 

A. Nathaniel H. Rogg, 1625 L Street NW.~ 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of liome Builders 
of the United States, 1625 L Street NW.~ 
Washington, D.C. · 

D. (6) $1,312.50. E. (9) $72.93. 

A. J. T. Rutherford, 1616 P Street NW.~ 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Trucking Associations, Inc.~ 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6} $1,200. E. (9) $537.20. 

A. Mrs. Edward F. Ryan, 110 Bridge Street~ 
Manchester, Mass. 

B. National Congress of Parents and 
Teachers, 700 North Rush Street, Chicago~ 
Ill. 

E. (9) $169.32 . 

A. Francis J. Ryley, 519 Title and Trust. 
Building, Phoenix, Ariz. 

B. Standard Oil Co. o! California, San 
Francisco; Shell Oil Co., Mobil Oil Co., Rich
field Oil Corp., Tidewater Oil Co., Union Oil 
Co., Signal Oil & Gas Co., Gulf Oil Corp., 
Texaco, Inc., all Los Angeles; Humble Oil & 
Refining Co., Midland, Tex. 

A. C. Herschel Schooley, 815 15th Street. 
NW ., Washington, D .C. 

B. Independent Bankers Association or 
America, Sauk Centre, Minn. 

D. (.6} $4,000. E. (9} $2,569.30. 

A. Stanley W. Schroeder, 1102 Ring Bulld
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Mining Congress, Ring Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6} $300. 

A. Clayton A. Seeber, 120116th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Education Association, 1201 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6') $2,136.73. E. (9} $280.04. 

A. Theodore A. Serrm, 491 National Press 
Building, Washington, D.C. · 

B. National Newspaper Association, 491 
National Press Building, Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $137.32. 

A. Carroll M. Shaw, 6326 Southcrest Drive, 
Shreveport, La. 

B. Amalgamated Transit Union, 5025 Wis
consin Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. John J. Sheehan, 1001 Connecticut Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. United Steelworkers of America, 1500 · 
Commonwealth Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

D. (6) $3,500. E. (9) $300. 

A. Lautence P. Sherfy, 1102 Ring Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Mining Congress, Ring Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $575. 

A. Sidley, Austin, Burgess & Smith, f625 
I Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Inland Steel Co., 30 West Monroe Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 

A. Milna D. Smith, 1133 2oth Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

' B. National Canners Association, 1133 20th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
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A. J. P. Sommer, 31 Lafayette Avenue, 

Brooklyn, N.Y. 
B. National Columbus Day Committee, 

1616 Rhode Island Avenue NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

A. Marvin J. Sonosky, 1225 19th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. W. Byron Sorrell, 1750 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Mobilehome Dealers National Associa
tion, 39 South LaSalle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $2,025. E. (9) $185.43. 

A. Southern States Industrial Council, 
1103-1111 Stahlman Building, Nashville, 
Tenn. 

D. (6) $61,005.94. E. (9) $5,088.78. 

A. Lawrence Speiser, 1424 16th S t reet NW., 
Washington , D.C. 

B. American Civil Liberties Union, 156 
Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Chester S. Stackpole, 605 Third Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

B. American Gas Association, Inc., 605 
Third Avenue, New York, N.Y. ' 

A. Nelson A. Stitt, 1000 Connecticut Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. United States-Japan Trade Council, 
1000 "Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $50. 

A. Philip W. Stroupe, 1102 Ring Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Mining Congress, Ring Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $450. 

A. Walter B. Stults, 537 Washington Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Small Business 
Investment Companies, 537 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

p. (6) $600. 

A. Barry Sullivan, 536 Washington Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of River & Harbor 
Contractors, 3900 North Charles Street, Balti
more, Md. 

D. (6) $750. E. (9) $149.63. 

A. Noble J. Swearingen, 224 East Capitol 
Street, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Tuberculosis Association, 1790 
A. State and Federal Relations, National · Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

Education Association, 1201 16th Street NW., D. (6) $400. E. (9) $16.60. 
Washington, D.C. 

E . (9) $16,562.30. 

A. Steptoe · & Johnson, 1250 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Ha.milton Watch Co. and Elgin National 
Watch Co. 

·D. (6) $200. E. (9) $25. 

A. Stitt & Hemmendinger, 1000 Connecti
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

. B. Association to Acquire Compensation 
for Damages Pri·or to Peace Treaty, Naha, 
Okinawa. 

D. (6) $5,000. E. (9) $200. 

A. Stitt & Hemmendinger, 1000 Connecti
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Japan General Merchandise Exporters' 
Associ:ation, No. 2, 3-0home, Nihonbashi, 
Muromachi, Chuo-ku, Tokyo, Japan. 

A. Stitt & Hemmendinger, 1000 Connecti
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Japan General Merchandise Exporters 
Association and Japan Rubber Pootwear 
Manufacturers' Association of Tokyo, Japan; 
Miscellaneous Goods Division, Japanese 
Chamber of Commerce of New York, Inc. 
and Imported Footwear Group, National 
Council of American Importers, Inc., N.Y. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $200. 

A. Stitt & Hemmendinger, 1000 Connecti
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Japan Vinyl Goods Manufacturers' As
sociation, 11, 3-Chome, Akasaka-Denmacho, 
Minato-ku, Tokyo, Japan. 

D. (6) $500. 

A. Stitt & Hemmendinger, 1000 Oonnectti
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. A. D. Sutton & Sons, 1 West 37th Street, 
New York, N.Y. 

D. {6) $1,200. 

A. Stitt & Hemmendinger, 1000 Connecti
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Toyoshima & Co., Inc., 303 Fifth Avenue. 
New York, N.Y. 

A. Stitt & Hemmendinger, 1000 Connectt
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Unlone Industraile Prato, Prato, Italy: 
American Textile Importers Assocla.tion, New 
York, N.Y. 

E. (9) e1,000. 
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A. Monroe Sweetland, 1705 Murchison 
Drive, Burlingame, Calif. 
• B. National Education Association, 1201 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $335. E. (9) $50. 

A. J. Woodrow Thomas, 1000 16th Street 
NV-/., Washington, D.C. 

B. Trans World Airlines, 10 Richards Road, 
Kansas City, Mo. 

· A. Julia C. Thompson, 1030 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Nurses' Association, Inc., 10 
Columbus Circle, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $3,100.34. 

A. Eugene M.-Thore, 277 Park Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. . 

B. Life Insurance Association of America, 
277 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Dwight D. Townsend, 1012 14th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Cooperative League of USA, 59 East Van 
Buren Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $1,995. 

A. Transportation Association of America, 
1101 17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $56. 

A. Richard s. Tribbe, 1000 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Trans World Airlines, 10 Richards Road, 
Kansas City, Mo. 

A. Paul T. Truitt, 1700 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Plant Food Institute, 1700 K 
Street NW., Washington, D .C. 

E. (9) $19 .05. 

A. Trustees for Conservation, 251 Kearny 
Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

D. (6) $8,057.27. E. (9) $3,816.86. 

A. Trustees for Conservation, 251 Kearny 
Street, san Francisco, Calif. 

D. (6) $2,619. E. (9) $1,996.25. 

A. United Cerebral Palsy Associations, Inc., 
821 West 44tb Street,· New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $1,285.05. 

A. United States-Ja.pan Trade Council, 
1000 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $410.60. E. (9) $410.60. 

A. F. Bourne Upham lli, 1102 Ring Build
ing, Wash-ington, D.C. 

B. American Mining ·congress, Ring Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $580. 

A. Charles R. Van Horn, 17th and H Streets 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co. and 
Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Co., Charles and 
Baltimore Streets, Baltimore, Md. 

A. Richard E. Vernor, 1701 K Street NW •• 
Washington, D.C. . 

B. American Life Convention, 211 East 
Chicago Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $63. E. (9) $38.65. 

A. Veterans of World War I, U.S.A., Inc., 40 
G Street NE., Washington, D.C. 

A. Volume Footwear Retailers Association, 
Inc., 51 East 42d Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $3,000. E. (9) $5,242.35. 

A. Harold S. Walker, Jr., 605 Third Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. · 

B. American Gas Association, Inc., 605 
Third Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Paul H. Walker, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.O. . 

B. Life Insurance Association of America, 
277 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $680.68. E. (9) $103.86. 

A . . Thomas G. Walters, 400 First Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Government 
Employees,· 400 First Street NW ., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $3,000. E. (9) $439.64. 

A. Water for the West, 485. National Press 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $3,061.29. 

A. Clarence M. Weiner, 350 Fifth ,Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. , 1 

B. Cigar Manufacturers Association of 
America, Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $6,461.52. E. (9) $91.35. 

A. Clarence M. Weiner, 350 Fifth Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

B. Cigar Manufacturers Association of 
America, Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. {6) $6,461.52. E. (9) $62. 

A. Clarence M. Weiner, 350 Fifth Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

B. Cigar Manufacturers Association of 
America, Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $6,461.52. E. (9) $76.61. 

A. The Wheat Users Committ~e. 421 New 
Jersey Avenue SE., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,750. E. (9) $31,235.99. 

A. Don White, 3150 Spring Street, Fairfax, 
Va. · 

B. National Audio-Visual Association, Inc., 
3150 Spring Street, Fairfax, Va. 

D. (6) $881.25. E. (9) $232.78. 

A. Robert P. Will, 487 National Press Build
Jng, Washington, D.C. 

B. The Metropolitan Water District of 
Southern California, 1111 Sunset Boulevard, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 

D. (6) $3,375. E. (9) $909.08. 

A. Kenneth Williamson, 1 Farragut Square 
South, Washington, D.C. 
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B. American Hospital Association, 840 

North Lake Shore Drive, Chicago, Ill. 
D. (6) $1,271.53. E. (9) $446.35. 

A. Nathan T. Wolkomir, 1737 H Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. · 

D. (6) $4,307.73. E. (9) $625.59.' 

A. Sidney Zagri, 25 Louisiana Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Brotherhood of Team
sters, 25 Louisiana Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. ( 6) $4,998. 

A. Mr. Lester L. Zosel, 400 First Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Railway and Steamship 
Clerks, Freight Handlers, Express and Sta
tion Employes, 1015 Vine Street, Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

The following quarterly reports were submitted for the second calendar quarter 1966: 

<NoTE.-The form used for reports 1s reproduced below. · In the interest of economy in the RECORD, questions are not 
repeated, only the essential answers are printed, and are indicated by their respective letter and number.> 

Fn.E ONE CoPY WrrH THE SECRETARY OJ' THE SENATE AND FILE Two COPIES WITH THE CLERK. OJ' THE HOUSE 01' REPRESENTATIVES: 

This page (page 1) is designed to supply identifying data; and page 2 (on the back of this page) deals with financial data. 

PL.\CE AN "X" BELOW THE APPROPRIATE LETTER OR FIGURE IN THE BOX AT THE RIGHT OF THE "REPORT" HEADING BELOW: 

"PRELIMINARY" REPORT ("Registration"): To "register," place an "X" below the letter "P" and fill out page 1 only. 

"QUARTERLY" REPORT: To indicate which one of the four calendar quarters is covered by this Report, place an "X" below the appropriate 
figure. Fill out both page 1 and page 2 and as many additional pages as may be required. The first additional page shouid be num
bered as page "3," and the rest of such pages should be "4," "5," "6," etc. Preparation and filing in accordance with instructions will 
accomplish compliance with all quarterly reporting requirements of the Act. 

Year: 19 ____ :_ __ 1~ 
REPORT 

p 1, •• 1 ::r:: 1 4th 
PURSUANT TO FEDERAL REGULATION OF LOBBYING ACT 

(Mark one square only) 

NOTE ON ITEM "A".-( a) IN· GENERAL. This "Report" form may be used by either an organization or an individual, as follows: 
(i) "Employee".-To file as an "employee", state (in It~m "B") the name, address, and nature of business of the "employer". (If the 

"employee" is a firm (such as a law firm or public relations firm], partners and salaried staff members of such firm may join tn 
filing a Report as an "employee".) 

(11) "Employer".-To file as an "employer", write "None" in answer to Item "B". 
(b) SEPARATE REPORTS. An agent or employee should not attempt to combine his Report with the employer's Report: 

(1) Employers subject to the Act must file separate Reports and are not relieved of this requirement merely because Reports are 
filed by their agents or employees. 

(11) Employees subject to the Act' must file separate Reports and are not relieved of this requirement merely because Reports are 
filed by their employers. 

A. ORGANIZATION OR INDIVIDUAL FILING: 
1. State name, address, and nature of business. 2. If this Report is for an Employer, list names of agents or employees 

who will file Reports for this Quarter. 

NoTE ON ITEM "B".-Reports by Agents or Employees. An employee is to file, each quarter, as many Reports as he has employers, except 
that: (a) If a particular undertaking is jointly financed by a group of employers, the group is to be considered as one employer, but all 
members of the group are to be named, and the contribution of each member is to be specified; (b) if the work is done in the interest of 
one person but payment therefor is made by another, a single Report-naming both persons as "employers"-is to be filed each quarter. 

B. EMPLOYER.-8tate name, address, and Ililture of business. If there is no employer, write "None." ' 

NoTE ON ITEM "C't..-(a) The expression "in connection with legislative interests," as used in this Report, means "in connection with 
attempting, dire.ctly or indirectly, to influence the passage or defeat of legislation." "The term 'legislation' means bills, resolutions, amend
ments, nominations, and other matters pending or proposed in either House of Congress, and includes any other matter which may be the 
subject of action by either House"-§ 302(e). 

(b) Before undertaking any activities in connection with legislative interests, organizations and individuals subject to the Lobbying 
Act are required to file a "Preliminary" Report (Registration). 

(c) After beginning such activities, they must file a "Quarterly" Report at the end of each calendar quarter in which they have either 
received or expended anything of value in connection with legislative interests. 

C. LEGISLATIVE INTERESTS, AND PUBLICATIONS in connection therewith: 

1. State approximately how long legisla
tive interests are to continue. If receipts 
and e~penditures in connection with 
legislative interests have terminated, 

D 
place an "X" in the box at the 
left, so that this Oftlce will no 
longer expect to receive Reports. 

2. State the general legislative interests of 
the person filing and set forth the specific 
legislative interests by reciting: (a) Short 
titles o! statutes and bills; (b) House and , 
Senate numbers of bills, where known; (c) 
citations of statutes, where known; (d) 

whether for or against such statutes and 
bills. 

3. In the case of those publications which the 
person filing has caused to be issued or dis
tributed in connection with legislative in
terests, set forth: (a) Description, (b) quan
tity distributed; (c) date of distribution, (d) 
name of printer or publisher (if publications; 
were paid for by person filing) or name of 
donor (if publications were received as a 
gift). 

(Answer items 1, 2, and 3 in the space below. Attach additional pages if more space is needed) 

4. If this is a "Preliminary" Report (Registration) rather than a "Quarterly" Report, state below what the nature and amount of antici
pated expenses will be; and if for an agent or employee, state also what the daily, monthly, or annual rate of compensation is to be. 
If this is a "Quarterly" Report, disregard this item "C4" and fill out item "D" and "E" on the back of this page. Do not attempt to 
co~bine a "Preliminary" Report (Registration) with a "Quarterly" Report.~ 

.~ 
AFFIDAVIT 

(Omitted in printing) 

PAGE 1~ 
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NoTE ON ITEM "D."-(a) In General. The term "contribution" includes anything Of value. When an organization or individual uses 

printed or duplicated matter in a campaign attempting to influence legislation, money received by such organization or individual-for 
such printed or duplicated matter-is a "contribution." "The term 'contribution' includes a gift, subscription, loan, advance, or deposit 
of money, or anything of value, and includes a contract, promise, or agreement, whether or not legally enforceable, to make a contribution"
Section 302(a) of the Lobbying Act. 

(b) IF THIS REPORT Is FOR AN EMPLOYER.-(1) In General. Item "D" is designed for the reporting of all receipts from which expendi
tures are made, or will be made, in accordance with legislative interests. 

(11) Receipts oj Business Firms and Individuals.-A business firm (or individual) which is subject to the Lobbying Act by reason of 
expenditures which it makes in: attempting to influence legislation-but which has no funds to expend except those which are available 
in the ordinary course of operating a business not connected in any way with the influencing of legislation-will have no receipts to report, 
even though it does have expenditures to report. 

(111) Receipts of Multipurpose Organizations.-some organizations do not receive any funds which are to be expended solely for the 
purpose of attempting to influence legislation. Such organizations make such expenditures out of a general fund raised by dues, assess
ments, or other contributions. The percentage of the general fund which is used for such expenditures indicates the percentage of dues, 
assessments, or other contributions which may be considered to have been paid for that purpose. Therefore, in reporting receipts, such 
organizations may specify what that percentage is, and report their dues, assessments, and other contributions on that basis. However, 
each contributor of $500 or more is to be listed, regardless of whether the contribution was made solely for legislative purposes. 

(c) IF THIS REPORT Is FOR AN AGENT OR EMPLOYEE.-(i) In General. In the case of many employees, all receipts will come under Items 
"D 5" (received for services) and "D 12" (expense money and reimbursements). In the absence of a clear statement to the contrary, it 
will be presumed that your employer is to reimburse you for all expenditures which you make in connection with legislative interests. 

(11) Employer as Contributor of $500 or More.-When your contribution from your employer (in the form of salary, fee, etc.) amounts 
to $500 or more, it is not necessary to report such contribution under "D 13" and "D 14," since the amount has already been reported 
under "D 5," and the name of the· "employer" has been given under Item "B" on .page 1 of this report. 

D. REcEIPTs (INCLUDING CoNTRmUTIONS AND LoANS): 

Fill in every blank. If the answer to any numbered item is "None," write "None" in the space following the number. 

Receipts (other than loans) 
1. $--------Dues and assessments 
2. $--------Gifts of money or anything of value 
3. $--------Printed or duplicated matter received as a gift 
4. $--------Receipts from sale of printed or duplicated matter 
5. $--------Received for services (e.g., salary, fee, etc.) 

6 . . $--------TOTAL for this Quarter (Add items "1" through "5") 
7. $--------Received during previous Quarters of calendar year 

8. $--------ToTAL from Jan. 1 through this Quarter (Add "6" 
and "7") 

Loans Received 
"The term 'contribution' includes a ... loan ... "-sec. 302(a). 

9. $--------ToTAL now owed to others on account of loans 
10. $ ________ Borrowed from others during this Quarter 
11. $--------Repaid to others during this Quarter 

12. $--------"Expense money" and Reimbursements received this 
Quarter · 

Contributors of $500 or more 
(from Jan. 1 through this Quarter) 

13. Have there been such contributors? 

Please answer "yes" or "no": --------
14. In the case of each contributor whose contributions (including 

loans) during the "period" from January 1 through the last 
days of this Quarter total $500 or more: 

Attach hereto plain sheets of paper, approximately the size of this 
page, tabulate data under the headings "Amount" and "Name and 
Address of Contributor"; and indicate whether the last day of the 
period is March 31, June 30, September 30, or December 31. Prepare 
such tabulation in accordance with the following example: 

Amount Name and Address of Contributor 

("Period" from Jan. 1 through------------------· 19----) 
$1,500.00 John Doe, 1621 Blank Bldg., New York, N.Y. 
$1,785.00 The Roe Corporation, 2511 Doe Bldg., Chicago, Ill. 

$3,285.00 TOTAL 

NoTE oN ITF.M "E".-(a) In General. "The term 'expenditure' includes a payment, distribution, loan, advance, deposit, or gift of money 
or anything of value, and includes a contract, promise, or agreement, whether or not legally enforceable, to make an expenditure"-Section 
302(b) of the Lobbying Act. 

(b) IF THIS REPORT Is FOR AN AGENT OR EMPLOYEE. In the case of many employees, all expenditures will come under telephone and 
telegraph (Item "E 6") and travel, food, lodging, and entertainment (Item "E 7"). 

E. EXPENDITURES (INCLUDING LoANS) in connection with legislative interests: 

Fill in every blank. If the answer to any numbered item is "None," write "None" in the spaces following the number. 

Expenditures (other than loans) 
1. $--------Public relations and advertising services 

2. $--------Wages, salaries, fees, commissions (other than item 
"1") 

3. $--------Gifts or contributions made during Quarter 

4. $--------Printed or duplicated matter, including distribution 
cost· 

5. $ _____ ___ omce overhead (rent, supplies, utilities, etc.) 

6. $--------Telephone and telegraph 

7. $--------Travel, food, lodging, and ente~tainment 
8. $--------All other expenditures 

9. $--------TOTAL for this Quarter (Add "1" through "8") 
10. $--------Expended during previous Quarters of calendar year 

11. $--------TOTAL from January 1 through this Quarter (Add "9" 
and "10") 

Loans Made to Others 
"The term 'expenditure' includes a ••• loan •.. "-Sec. 302(b). 
12. $--------ToTAL now owed to person filing 
13. $--------Lent to others during this Quarter 
14. $--------Repayment received during this Quarter 

15. Recipients of Expenditures of $10 or More 
In the case of expenditures made during this Quarter by, or 

on behalf of the person filing: Attach plain sheets of paper 
approximately the size of this page and tal:?ulate data as to 
expenditures under the following heading: "Amount," "Date 
or Dates," "Name and Address of Recipient," "Purpose." Pre
pare such tabulation in accordance with the following example: 

Amount Date or Dates-Name and Address of Recipient-Purpose 
$1,750.00 7-11: Roe Printing Co., 3214 Blank Ave., St. Louis, 

Mo:-Printing and mailing circulars on the 
"Marshbanks Bill." 

$2,400.00 7-15, 8-15, 9-15: Britten & Blaten, 3127 Gremlin Bldg., 
Washington, D.C.-Public relations 
service at $800.00 per month. 

$4,150.00 TOTAL 

PAGE 2· 
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A. Francis L. Adams. 
B. Pacific Power & Light Co .. , Public Serv

Ice Building, Portland, Oreg. 
D. (6) $150. E. (9) $29.75. 

A. Ad Hoc Committee of the Construction 
Industry Advancement Funds, 1016 201ih 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $5,442.44. 

A. Aerospace Industries Association · of 
America, Inc., 1725 DeSales Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. · 

D. (6) $5,361.35. E. (9) $5,361.35. 

A. Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association, 
4650 East-West Highway, Bethesda, Md. 

A. Air Traffic · Control Association, Inc., 
Suite 409, ARBA Building, 525 School Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Air Transport Association of America, 
1000 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $7,838.46. E. (9) $7,838~46. 

A. Mrs. Donna Allen, 3306 Ross Place NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Committee to Abolish tpe, 
House Un-American Activities Committee, 
555 North Western Avenue, Los Angeles, 
Calif. 

D. (6) $1,040. E. (9) $1,215. 

A. Kenneth D. Allen, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Health Insurance Association of Amer
ica, 1701 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Tennessee Railroad Association, 1121 
Nashville Trust Building, NashvUle, Tenn. 

B. Class I railroads in Tennessee. 

A. Amalgamated Transit Union, A~CIO, 
5025 Wisconsin Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. American Aniline Products, Inc., . 25 
McLean Boulevard, Paterson, N.J. 

E. (9) $1,126.07. 

A. American Automobile Association, 1712 
G Street, Washington, D.C. 

A. American Cancer Society, ~19 East 42d 
Street, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $8,019.97. 

A. American Committee for Flags of 
Necessity, 25 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

A. American Farm Bureau Federation, 
Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $36,405. E. (9) $36,405. 

A. American Federation of Labor and 
Congress of Industrial Organizations, 815 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $43,480.84. 

A. AFlr-CIO Maritime Committee, 100 
Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,129. E. (9) 4,048.13. 

A. American Federation of Musicians, '641 
Lexington Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $336,851.97. E. (9) $5,845.08. 

A. American Hotel & Motel Association, 221 
West 57th Street, New York, N.Y. · 

A. American Industrial Bankers Associa
tion, 1629 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,275. E. (9) $1,275. 

A. American Insurance Association, 110 
W111iam Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $6,062. E. (9) . $6,062. 

A. American Justice Association, Inc., De
fense Highway, Gambrills, Md. 

D. (6) $2. E. (9) $2. 

A. American Life Convention, 211 East 
Chicago Avenue, Chicago, Dl. 

D. (6) $572.68. E. (9) $47.50. 

A. Americai:l Medical Association, 535 North 
Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 

E. (9) $13,364.22. 

A. American Optometric Association, Inc., 
care of Dr. Melvin D. Wolfberg, 100 West 
Pine Street, Selinsgrove, Pa. 

A. Jerry L. Anderson, 2000 Florida Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative 
Association, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D.C. · 

D. (6) $150. 

A. Walter M. Anderson, Jr., 1002 First Na
tional Bank BuilcUng, Montgomery, Ala. 

B. Alabama Railroad Association, 1002 First 
National Bank Building, Montgomery, Ala. 

D. (6) $135. E. (9) $145.02. . 

A. Mrs. Erma Angevine, 2000 Florida Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural · Electric Cooperative 
Association, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash

A. Ameriqa.n Osteopathic Assoclation, 212 ington, D.C. 
East Ohio Street, Chicago, Ill. 

E. (9) $5,903.32. 

D. (6) $800.21. E. (9) $800.21. 

A. American Parents Committee, Inc., 20 
E Street NW., Washington, D.C.; and the Sub
committee Bipartisan Citizens Comm1ss1on 
for Federal Aid for Public, Elementary, and 
Secondary Education, 2107 Davenport Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $800.2_1. E. (9) $800.21. 

A. American Petroleum Institute, 1271 
A-venue of the Americas, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $4,753. E. (9) $6,677. 

A. American Plywood Association, 1119 A 
Street, Tacoma, Wash. 

D. (6) $1,000. E. (9) $868.45. 

A. American Podiatry Association, 8301 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,497.80. E. (9) $2,497.80. 

A. American Restaurant Institute, 1414 I 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) . $8,200. E. (9) $7,716.89. 

A. The American Short Line Railroad As
sociation, 2000 Massachusetts Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) . $1,187.85. E. (9) $1,187.85. 

A. American Stock Yards Association, 1712 
I Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,350. E. (9) $900. 

A. American Textile Machinery Associa
tion, care of E. c. Connor, 224 Ellington 
Road, Longmeadow, Mass. 

D. (6) $22.46. 

A. American Textile Manufacturers Insti
tute, Inc., 1501 Johnston Bullding, Char
lotte, N.C. 

D. (6) $12,536.95. E. (9) $12,536.95. 

A. American Transit Association, 815 Con
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $17,825.44. 

A. American Trucking Assoela tiona, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $10,290.06. E. (9) $15,226.~7. 

A. American · Warehousemen's Association, 
222 West Adams Street, Chicago, Ill. 

A. The American Waterways Operators, 
Inc., 1250 Connecticut Avenue, Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $2,001.20. E. (9) $2,001.20. 

A. Cyrus T. Anderson, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The National Football League, 1 Rocke
feller Plaz-a, New York, N.Y. 

A. Cyrus T. Anderson, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Spiegel, Inc., 2511 West 23d Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 

A. George W. Apperson, 100 Indiana Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Division 689, ·Amalgamated Transit 
Union, AFL-CIO, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Arkansas Railroad Committee, 1100 
Boyle Building, Little Rock, Ark. 

B. Class I railroads operating in the State 
of Arkansas. 

D. (6) $118.40. E. (9) $6~0.51·. 

A. Arnold & Porter, 1229 19th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Commissioner of Baseball, 680 Fifth 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $103.24. 

A. Arnold & Porter, 1229 19th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Lever Bros. Co., 390 Park Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $76.20. 

A. Oarl F. Arnold, 1101 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Petroleum Institute, 1271 
Avenue of the Americas, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $3,000. E. (9) $1,457.02. 

A. Associated Railroads of New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania Station, Raymond Plaza, New
ark, N.J. 

A. Associated Third Class Mall Users, 100 
Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,300.55. E. (9) $2,300.55. 

A. Association of American Physicians and 
Surgeons, Inc., 185 North Wabash Avenue, 
Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $525. E. (9) $525. 

A. Association of American Rallroads, 929 
Transportation Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $20,146.73. E. (9) $20,146.73. 

A. Association On Broadcasting Standards, 
Inc., 1741 DeSales Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,205.53. E. (9) $1,473.30. 

A. Association on Japanese Textile Im
ports, Inc., 551 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Association of 011 Pipe Lines, RCA 
Building, 1725 K Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

E. (9) $220. 

A. The Association of Western Railroads, 
224 Union Station Bullding, C~cago, Dl. 

A. Robert L. Augenblick, 61 Broadway, 
New York, N.Y. 

B. Investment Company Institute, 61 
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

A. Michael H. Bader, 1735 DeSales Street 
NW., Washington, D.O. 
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B. Association on Broadcasting Standards, 

Inc., 1741 DeSales Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Harry S. Baer, Jr., 1725 DeSales Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Aero Space Services Associa
tion, 1725 DeSales Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. . 

E. (9) $2,305.54. 

A. Douglas B. Bagnell, Post Office Box 486, 
Fairhope, Ala. 

B. Maine Potato Council, Presque Isle, 
Maine. 

D. (6) $300. 

A. James F. Bailey, 101 Constitution Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. United Brotherhood of Carpenters and 
Joiners of America, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,800. E. (9) $673. 

A. Baker, McKenzie & Hightower, 815 Con
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Mrs. Celia Margulis, 50 Belmont Ave
nue, Bala Cynwyd, Philadelphia, Pa. 

D. (6) ~10,650. E. (9) $349.85. 

A. Donald Baldwin, 1619 Massachusetts 
Avenue· NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Forest Products Association, 
1619 Massachusetts Avenue NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

E. (9) $237.75. 

A. Donald Baldwin, 1625 I Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Northern Pacific Railway Co., St. Paul, 
Minn.; Great Northern Railway, St. Paul, 
Minn., and Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Railroad, Chicago, Ill. 

E. (9) $100. 

A. Ernest L. Barcella, Washington, D.C. 
B. General Motors Corp., 3044 West Grand 

Boulevard, Detroit, Mich. 

A. Robert C. Barnard, 1250 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington,· D.C. 

B. Cleary, Gottlieb, Steen & Hamilton, 
1250 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

A. Barnes, Richardson & Colburn, 734 15th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Industrial Diamond Conservation Com
mittee. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $16.50. 

A. Raymond Maxfield Barnes, 305 Com
monwealth Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Northern Natural Gas Co., 2223 Dodge 
Street, Oma.ha, Nebr. 

D. (6) $244. E. (9) $118.65. 

A. Arthur R. Barnett, 1200 18th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Electric Cos., 
1200 18th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,000. E. (9) $45.50. 

A. Irvin L. Barney, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood Railway Carmen of 
America, 4929 Main Street, Kansas City, Mo. 

D. (6) $3,600. 

A. A. Wesley Barthelmes, 2133 Wisconsin 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Insurance Company of North America 
and Life Insurance Company of North 
America, 1600 Arch Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 

D. (6) $412.50. E. (9) $158.10. 

A. Wllliam B. Barton, 632 Shoreham 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Associated Builders & Contractors, Inc., 
111 West Lexington Street, Baltimore, Md. 

A. James P. Bass, 1101 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Airlines, Inc., 1101 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Roy Battles, 532 Shoreham Building, 
Washington, D.O. 

B. Clear Channel Broadcasting_ Service 
(COBS), 532 Shoreham Building, Washing
ton, D.C. 

A. DonaldS. Beattie, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Railway Labor Executives' Association, 
400 First Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,050. 

A. Lowell R. Beck, 1705 DeSales Street, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Bar Association, 1705 DeSales 
Street, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $60. 

A. John H. Beidler. 
B. Industrial Union Department, AFL-CIO, 

815 16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $4,491. E. (9) $575.13. 

A. James F. Bell, 1001 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Supervisors of 
State Banks, 110117th Street NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $750. E. (9) $5.47. 

A. J. 0. Bellenger, 1909 Q Street N'W·• 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Retired Civil 
Employees, 1909 Q .Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $26.38. 

A. Ernest H. Benson, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Maintenance of Way 
Employees, 12050 Woodward Avenue, Detroit, 
Mich. 

D. (6) $5,250. 

A. Reed A. Benson, 1028 Connecticut Ave-
nue NW., Washington, D.C. -

B. The John Birch Society, Inc., 395 Con
cord Avenue, Belmont, Mass. 

A. Andrew J. Biemiller, 815 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Labor & Con• 
gress of Industrial Organizations, 815 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,265. E. (9) $580.46. 

A. Robert J. Bird, 918 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Paul Revere Life Insurance Co., Worces
ter, Mass. 

A. John H. Bivins, 1271 Avenue of the . 
Americas, New York, N.Y. 

B. American Petroleum Institute, 1271 
Avenue of the Americas, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $670. 

A. Wm. Rhea Blake, 1918 North Parkway, 
Memphis, Tenn. 

B. National Cotton Council of America, 
Post Office Box 12285, Memphis, Tenn. 

D. (6) $1,837.50. E. (9) $1,540.16. 

A. Blumberg, Singer, Ross & Gordon, 350 
Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

B. Cigar Manufacturers Association of 
America, Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $6,250. E. (9) $342.40. · 

A. Eugene P. Boardman, 245 Second Street 
NE., Washington, D.C. 

~. Friends Committee on National Legisla
tion, 245 Second Street NE., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $2,487. _E. (9) t27. 

A. Fred F. Bockman, 405 Luhrs Building, 
Phoenix, Ariz. 

B. Southern Pacific Co., 65 Market street, 
San Francisco, Callf., and the Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway, 121 East Sixth 
Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 

D. (6) $150. E. (9) $431.95. 

A. Maurice G. Boehl, 918 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Eugene F. Bogan, 1000 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee for a Reasonable World 
Trade Center, 450 Seventh Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $975. E. (9) $28.33. 

A. Eugene F. Bogan, 1000 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Investment Company Institute, 61 
Broadway, New York N.Y. 

A. Book Manufacturers' Institute, Inc., 
25 West 43d Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. Lyle H. Boren, Seminole, Okla. 
B. The Association of Western Railways, 

224 Union Station Building, Chicago, lll. 
D. (6) $450. 

A. Robert T. Borth, 777 14th Street NW: 
Washington, D.C. 

B. General Electric Co., 570 Lexington 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $115.15. 

A. G. Stewart Boswell, 620 Southern Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Council of Agricultural Em
ployers, 620 Southern Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,249.75. E. (9) $27.45. 

A. J. Wiley Bowers, 325 Pioneer Building, 
Chattanooga, Tenn. 

B. Tennessee Valley Public Power Associa
tion, 325 Pioneer Building, Chattanooga, 
Tenn. 

A. Samuel E. Boyle, 428 South Avenue, 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 

B. The Christian Amendment Movement, 
804 Penn Avenue, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

D. (6) $1,263.71. E. (9) $217.93. 

A. Charles N. Brady, 1712 G Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Automobile Association, 1712 
G Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. A. Marvin Braverman, 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Michael Ladney, Jr., 18125 East Ten 
Mile Road, East Detroit, Mich., and C. 
Burcham Budd, 2700 Republic National Bank 
Building, Dallas, Tex. 

D. (6) $5,000. E. (9) $2. 

A. Thomas c. Brickle, 302 Ring Building, 
Washingt~m. D.C. 

B. National Lumber and Building Mate
rial Dealers Association, 302 Ring Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,000. 

A. Parke C. Brinkley, 1155 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Agricultural Chemicals Asso
ciation. 

D. (6) $10. E. (9) $1.50. 

A. David A. Brody, 1640 Rhode Island Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Anti-Defamation League of B'nai B'rith, 
315 Lexington Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Milton E. Brooding, 215 Fremont Street, 
San Francisco, Ca.lif. 
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B. California Packing Corp., 215 Fremont 
Street, San Francisco, Calif. 
' D. (6) $750. E. (9) $400. 

A. Derek Brooks, 1025 Vermont Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Retail Furniture Association, 
1150 Merchandise Mart, Chicago; Ill. 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $971.03. 

A. Brotherhood of Painters, Decorators and 
Paperhangers of America, 217-19 North Sixth 
Street, Lafayette, Ind. 

E. (9) $3,915.26. 

A. Brotherhood of Railway & Steamship 
Clerks, Freight Handlers, Express and Station 
Employes, 1015 Vine Street, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

D. (6) $10,908.71. E. (9) $10,908.71. 

A. J. Robert Brouse, 1030 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Animal Health Institute, 1030 15th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $85. 

A. Brown, Lund & Levin, 1625 I Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American & Foreign Power Co., Inc., 100 
Church Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $2,437.50. 

A. Brown, Lund & Levin, 1625 I Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Electric Cos., 
1200 18th Street NW., Washington, Q.C. 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $1,461.27. 

A. J. D. Brown, 919 18th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Public Power Association, 919 
18th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $400. 

A. Robert W. Bruce, 140 New Montgomery 
Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

B. The Pacific Telephone & Telegraph Co., 
140 New Montgomery Street, San Francisco, 
Calif. 

D. (6) $748. E. (9) $614. 

A. George S. Buck, Jr., Post Office Box 
12285, Memphis, Tenn. 

B. National Cotton Council of America, 
Post Office Box 12285, Memphis, Tenn. 

D. (6) $138. E. (9) $31.87. 

A. Henry H. Buckman, 54 Buckman Build
ing, Jacksonvllle, Fla. 

B. The Canal Authority of the State of 
Florida, 803 Rosselle Street, Jackfi!(>nvllle, 
Fla. 

A. Henry M. Buckman, 54 Buckman Build
ing, Jacksonville, Fla. 

B. Florida Inland Navigation District, 
Citizens Bank Building, Bunnell, Fla. 

A. Bulgarian Claims Committee, care of 
Dreyfuss & Co., 2 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $10. E. (9) $53.58. 

A. George S. Bullen. 
B. National Federation of Independent 

Business, 921 Washington Building, Wash
ington, D.C. 

A. Norman D. Burch, 1317 F Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Retail Merchants Association, 
100 West 31st Street, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $79.16. 

A. George J. Burger, 250 West 57th Street, 
New York, N.Y. 

B. Burger Tire Consultant Service, 250 
West 57th Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. George J. Burger, 921 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Federation Independent Busi
ness, 921 Washington Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

A. John J. Burke, Finlen Hotel, Butte, 
Mont. 

B. Pacific Northwest Power Co., Post Of
fice Drawer 1445, Spokane, Wash. 

E. (9) $425. 

A. c. P. Burks, 2000 Massachusetts Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Short Line Railroad As
sociation, 2000 Massachusetts Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $562.50. 

A. Burley & Dark Leaf Tobacco Export 
Association, Post Office Box 860·, Lexington, 
Ky. 

D. (6) $20,061.54. E. (9) $758.76. 

A. Gustave Burmeister, 425 13th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation, 1000 
Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, Til. 

D. (6) $1,631.25. E. (9) $9.60. 

A. David Burpee, Fordhook Farms, Doyles
town,Pa. 

A. Orrin A. Burrows, 1200 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Brotherhood of Electrical 
Workers, 1200 15th Street NW:, Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $3,999.99. 

A. Hollls W. Burt, 1101 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Supervisors of 
State Banks, 110117th Street NW., Washing .. 
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $62.50. 

A. Herbert H. Butler, 438 Pennsylvania 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. United States Independent Telephone 
Association, ~38 Pennsylvania Building, 
Washington, D.O. 

D. (6) $125. E. (9) $688. 

A. Monroe Butler, 1801 Avenue of the Stars, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 

B. The Superior Oil Co., 1801 Avenue of the 
Stars, Los Angeles, Calif. · 

A. Robert B. Byrnes, 1514 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Railroad Pension Forum, Inc., 
2403 East 75th Street, Chicago, ill. 

D. (6) ·$300. E. (9) $65.40. 

A. c. G. Caffrey, 1120 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Textile Manufacturers In
stitute, Inc., 1501 Johnston Building, Char
lotte, N.C. 

D. (6) $760.20. E. (9) $60. 

A. Gordon L. Calvert, 425 13th Street NW., 
Washlntgon, D.C. 

B. Investment Bankers Association of 
America, 425 13th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $2,000. E. (9) $365. 

A. Carl C. Campbell, Ring Building, 1200 
18th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Cotton Council of America., 
Post Office Box 12285, Memphis, Tenn. 

D. (6) $37.50. 

A. The Canal Authority of the State of 
Florida, 805 Roselle Street, Jacksonville, Fla. 

A. Marvin ca.plan, 815 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Industrial Union Department, 815 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,704.50. E. (9) $96.87. 

A. · Ronald A. Capone, the Fan-agut Build-
. ing, Washington, D.C. . 

B. Committee of European Shipowners, 
3o-32 St. Mary Axe, London, E.C. 3,' England. 

D. (6) $3,750. E. (9) $210.31. 

A. Michael H. Cardozo, 152.1 New Hamp
shire Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of American Law Schools, 
·1521 New Hampshire Avenue NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

A. James R. Carnes, 1825 Connecticut Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Manufacturing Chemists' Association, 
Inc., 1825 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,200. 

A. Braxton B. Carr, 1250 Connecticut Ave
nue, Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Waterways Operators, 
Inc., 1250 Connecticut Avenue, Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $209.27. 

A. Robert s. Carr, 1220 Pennsylvania 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Hiram Walker & Sons, Inc., 8323 Jeffer
son Avenue, Detroit, Mich. 

A. H. Allen Carroll, 1730 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Telephone & Telegraph Co., 
195 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $115.50. . 

A. Blue A. Carstenson. 
B. The Farmers' Educational and ~Op

erative Union of America. (National Farmers 
Union), 1575 Sherman Street, Denver, Colo., 
and 1012 14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,818.51. E. (9) $236.74. 

A. Eugene C. Carus1, 1629 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Committee for Flags of Ne
cessity, 25 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $100. 

A. Central Arizona Project Association, 
1124 Arizona Title Building, Phoenix, Ariz. 

D. (6) $41,515. E. (9) $27,505.61. 

A. Donald E. Channell, 1705 DeSales Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Bar AssoCiation, 1705 DeSales 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $37. 

A. Alger B. Cha,pman, Jr., 11 Wall Street, 
New York, N.Y. 

B. New York Stock Exchange, 11 Wall 
Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. James W. Chapman, 1625 I Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Retired Officers Association, 1625 I Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,708.50. 

A. Chapman, DlSalle & Friedman, 425 13th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. . 

B. Alaska Pipeline Co., Post Office Box 6554, 
Houston, Tex. 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $207.87. 

A. Chapman, DiSalle & Friedman, 425 13th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Strohmeyer & Arpe Co., 139-141 Frank
lin Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $5,551.25. E. (9) $367.90. 

A. Chapman, DiSalle & Friedman, 425 13th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. · 

B. Union Nacional de Productores de Azu
car, s. A. de C. V., Balderas 36-Primer P1so, 
Mexico D. F., Mexico. 

D. (6) $10,000. E. (9) $35.49. 

A. Charitable Contributors Association, 100 
Old York Road, Jenkintown, Pa. 

A. George c. Cheek, 1119 A Street, Tacoma, 
Wash . 

B. Al;nerican Plywood . Association, 1119 A 
Street, Tacoma, Wash. 

D. (6) $1,000. E. (9) $868.45. 
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A. A. H. Chesser, 400 First Street NW"., 

Washington, D.C. 
B. Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen. 
E. (9) $100. 

A. The Christian Amendment Movement, 
804 Pennsylvania Avenue, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

D. (6) $2,295.18. E. (9) $4,169.84. 

A. Edwin Christianson. 
B. The Farmers' Educational and Co-oper

ative Union of America (National Farmers 
Union), 1575 Sherman Street, Denver, Colo., 
!iond 1012 14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Cigar Manufacturers Association of 
America, Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $33,072.30. E. (9) $805.87. 

A. Cigar Manufacturers Association of 
America, Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $33,072.30. 

A. Citizens Foreign Aid Committee, 1001 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Allen C. K. Clark, 1730 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C .. 

B. Shipbuilders CouncU of America, 1730 
K street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Earl W. Clark. 
B. Labor-Management Maritime Commit

tee, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,225. E. (9) $64.89. 

A. Robert M. Clark, 1710 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rail
way Oo., 80 East Jackson Boulevard, Chi
cago, Ill. 

A. Roger A. Clark, 1730 K Street NW ., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Wine Conference of America, 1100 Na
tional Press Building, Washington, D.C. 

A. Clay Pipe Industry Depletion Commit
tee, Post Office Box 13125, Kansas City, Mo. 

E. (9) $908.23. 

A. Clear Channel Broadcasting Service 
(CCBS), 532 Shoreham Building, Washing
ton, D.C. 

A. Cleary, Gottlieb, Steen & Hamilton, 1250 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,000. . 

A. Cleary, Gottlieb, Steen & Hamilton, 1250 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Synthetic Organic Chemical Manufac
turers Association, 330 Madison Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $23.85. 

A. Earle ·c. Clements, 1735 K street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Tobacco Co. 
D. (6) $125. E. (9) $127.67. 

A. Earle c. Clements, 1735 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Brown & Williamson Tobacco Oorp. 
D. (6) $125. E. (9) $127.67. 

A. Earle C. Clements, 1735 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Liggett & Myers Tobacco Co. 
D. (6) $125. E. (9) $127.67. 

A. Earle C. Clements, 1735 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. · 

B. P. Lorillard Co. 
D. (6) $125. E. (9) $127.67. 

A. Earle C. Clements, 1735 K Street NW., 
Washington; D.C. 

B. Philip Morris, Inc. 
D. (6) $125. E. (9) $127.67. 

A. Earle C. Clements, 1735 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. R. J. Reynolds Tobacco Co. 
D. (6) $125. E. (9) $127.67. 

A. Earle c. Clements, 1735 K Street NW ., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Tobacco Institute. 

A. Clay L. Cochran, 815 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Industrial Union Department, 815 16th 
Street NW., Washipgton, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,885.39. E. (9) $236.76. 

A. Edwin s. Cohen, 26 Broadway, New York, 
N.Y. 

B. Committee for a Reasonable World 
Trade Center, 450 Seventh Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

E. (9) $36.57. 

A. Edwin S. Cohen, 26 Broadway, New York, 
N.Y. 

B. Investment Company Institute, 61 
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

A. Joseph Cohen, National Press Bullding, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The National Association of Retail 
Druggists, 1 East Wacker Drive, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $750. 

A. Coles & Groner, 1730 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Task Force of Small American Ship
builders, 1730 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,250. 

A. Coles & Goertner, 1000 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee of American Tanker Own
ers, Inc., 1 Chase Manhattan Plaza, New 
York, N.Y. 

A. Marvin K. Collle, 2201 First City Na
tional Bank Building, Houston, Tex. 

B. Arthur Andersen & Co., New York, N.Y. 
D. (6) $29,000. E. (9) $8,894.20. 

A. J. L. Collier, Jr., 2000 Massachusetts Av
enue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Short Line Railroad As
sociation, 2000 Massachusetts Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $212.50. 

A. Collier, Shannon & R111, 1625 I Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Broiler CouncU, 1155 15th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $200. 

A. Committee for Automobile Excise Tax 
Repeal, 900 17th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

;E. (9) $211.07. 

A. The Committee for Broadening Com
mercial Bank Participation in Public Financ
ing, 50 South Lasalle Street, Chicago,. Ill. 

D. (6) $50. 

A. Committee for a Free Cotton Market, 
Inc., 1725 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $1,400.84. 

A. Committee for Study of Revenue Bond 
Financing, 149 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $192,500. E. (9) $9,632.02. 

A. R. T. Compton, 918 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Paul B. Coms·tock, 1771 N Street NW., 
Washington,- D.C. 

B. National Association of Broadcasters, 
1771 N Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Raymond F. Conkling, 135 East 42d 
Street, New York, N.Y. 

B. Texaco, Inc., 135 East 42d Street, :New 
York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $160. E. (9) $71.30. 

A. John D. Conner, 1625 K Street NW.; 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Book Manufacturers• Institute, Inc., 25 
West 43d Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. Robert J. Conner, Jr., 1700 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Chrysler Corp., 341 Massachusetts 
Avenue, Detroit, Mich. 

D. (6) $206. E. (9) $45. 

A. Edward Cooper. 
B. Motion Picture Association of America, 

Inc., 1600 I Street ~W.; Washington, D.C. 

A. J. Milton Cooper, 200 C Street SB., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. New York Stock 'Exchange, 11 Wall 
Street, New Y.ork, N.Y. 

A. J. Milton Cooper, 200 C Street SB., 
Washington, D.C. · 

B. R. J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., Winston
Salem, N.C. 

A. John Shepherd Cooper, 1725 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Pacific Gas & Electric Co., 245 Market 
Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

D. (6) $1,650. E. (9) $2,429.75. 

A. Joshua W. Cooper, 626 South Lee Street, 
Alexandria, Va. 

B. Portsmouth-Kittery Armed Services 
Committee, Inc., Post Omce Box 239, Ports
mouth, N.H. 

D. (6) $3,000. E. (9) $1,486.38. 

A. Mitchell J. Cooper, 1625 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Council of Forest Industries, 1477 West 
Penden Street, Vancouver, B.C., Canada. 

D. (6) $3,000. E. (9) $16.85. 

A. Mitchell J. Cooper, 1625 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Footwear Division, Rubber Manufac
turers Association, Inc., 444 Madison Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $5,250. E. (9) $23.60. 

A. Council of Mechanical Specialty Con
tracting Industries, Inc., 1825 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Council of Profit Sharing Industries, 
1145 Munsey Building, Washington, D.C. 

A. CoUnihan, Casey & Loomis, 1000 Con
necticut Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. Bicycle Manufacturers Association, 122 
East 42d Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. Counihan, Casey & Loomis, 1000 Con
necticut Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. Linen Supply Association of" America.. 
975 Arthur Godfrey Boulevard, Miami Beach, 
Fla. 

E. (9) $32.35. 

A. Donald M. Counihan, 1000 Connecticut 
Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Corn Millers Federation, 1000 
Connecticut Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

A. Donald M. Counihan, 1000 Connecticut 
Avenue, Wash~ngton, D.C. 

B. Classroom Periodical Publishers Asso
ciation, 38 West Fifth Street, Dayton, Ohio. 

A. Edsall Lee Couplin, 441 East Jefferson 
Avenue, Detroit, Mich. · 

B. Michigan Hospital Service, 441 East 
Jefferson Avenue, Detroit, Mich. 

D. (6) $~,650. E. (9) $55. 
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A. Covington & Burling, 701 Union Trust 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Machine Tool Distributors' 
Association, 1500 Massachusetts Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. · Covington & Buriing, 701 Union TrUst 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Lightweight Aggregates Percentage De
pletion Oommittee, Post Ofllce Box 9138, 
Richmond, Va. 

A. Covington & Burling, 701 Union Trust 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. A. P. Moller, 8 Kongens Nytorv, Copen
hagen, Denmark. 

A. Covington & Burling, 701 Union Trust 
Building, Washington, D.C. . 

B. National Machine Tool Builders' Associ
ation, 2139 Wisconsin Avenue N.W., Wash
ington, D.C. 

A. Covington & Burling, 701 Union Trust 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Tool, Die & Precision Machin
ing Association; 1411 K Street NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

A. Covington & Burling, 701 Union Trust 
Building, Washintgon, D.C. 

B. The Wisconsin Corp., 500 Union Street, 
Seattle, Wash. 

E. (9) $48.16. 

A. Robert E. Cronin, 2000 Florida Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative 
Association, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

A. H. C. Crotty, 12050 Woodward Avenue, 
Detroit, Mich. 

A. J. A. Crowder, 1200 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Wool Manu
facturers, 386 Park Avenue South, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,500. 

A. J. Steele Culbertson, 1614 20th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Fish Meal & 011 Association, 
1614 20th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $150. E. (9) $37.50. 

A. John T. Curran, 905 16th Stree·t NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Laborers' International Union of North 
America, 905 .16th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $5,250. E. (9) $2,145.87. 

A. John R. Dalton, 1508 Mercharuts Bank 
Building, Indianapolis, Ind. 

B. Associated Railways of Indiana, 1508 
Merchants Bank Building, Indianapolls, Ind. 

A. Charles A. Darnell, 3129 Brereton Court, 
Huntington, W.Va. 

B. Sheet Metal Workers International As
sociation, 1000 Connecticut Avenue, Wash
ington, D.C. 

A. F. Gibson Darrison, Jr., 1010 ·Pennsyl
vania Building, Washington, D.O. 

B. New York Central Railroad Oo., 466 
Lexington Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. John C. Datt, 425 13th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation, 1000 
Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $937.50. E. (9) $21.38. 

A. Aled P. Davies, 59 East Van Buren 
Street, Ch~cago, Ill. 

B. American Meat Institute, 59 East Van 
Buren Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $687.50. E. (9) $314.58. 

A. Charles W. Davis, 1 North Lasalle 
Street, Chicago, Ill. · 

B. Chicago Bridge & Iron Oo., 901 West 
22d St., Oak Brook, Ill. 

A. Charles W. Davis, 1 North LaSalle 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 

B. Sears, Roebuck & Co., 925 South Homan 
Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

E. (9) $977.31. 

A. Lowell Davis, 601 Ross Avenue, Ma.rt, 
Tex. 

D. (6) $183. E. (9) $183. 

A. Donald S. Dawson, 723 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C .. 

B. C.I.T. Financial Corp., 650 Madison 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A: Donald s. Dawson, 723 ' Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. D.C. Transit System, Inc., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Donald S. Dawson, 723 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Guild of Prescription Opticians, 1250 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.O. 

D. {6) $750. 

A. Dawson, Griffin, Pickens & Riddell, 723 
Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Admiral Time, Ind., Belair Time Corp., 
and Unittme Corp., St. Croix, V.I., and Multi
Jewel Corp., St. Thomas, V.I. 

A. Dawson, Griffin, Pickens & Riddell, 723 
Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

. B. Air Transport Association, Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $2,500. 

A. Dawson, Grifij.n, Pickens & Riddell, 723 
Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Nursing Home Association, 
1346 Connecticut Avenue NW., WaShington, 
·D.c. 

A. Dawson·, Griffin, Pickens & Riddell, 723 
Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. C.I.T. Financial Corp., 650 Madison 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Dawson, Grlflln, Pickens & Riddell, 723 
Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Indian Sugar Mills Association (Export 
Agency Division), Calcutta, India. 

A. Dawson, Griflln, Pickens & Riddell, 723 
Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Laundry-Dry Cleaning Association of 
D.C., 2401 Calvert Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Dawson, Griflln, Pickens & Riddell, 723 
Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Restaurant Association, 1155 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,750. 

A. Dawson, Griflln, Pickens & Riddell, 723 
Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Peoples Life Insurance Co., Acacia 
Mutual Life Insurance Co., and Equitable 
Life Insurance Co., Washington, D.C. 

A. Dawson, Griffin, Pickens & Riddell, 723 
Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Virgin Islands Gift & Fashion Shop 
Association, St. Thomas, Virg.in Islands. 

D. (6) $2,500. 

A. Michael B. Deane, 1518 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Meat Institute, 59 East Van 
Buren Street, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Michael B. Deane, 1518 K Street Nw., 
WashingtOn, D.C. 

B. Responsive Environments Oorp., 21 East 
40th Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. Tony T. Dechant. 
B. The Farmers' Educational & Co-Opera

tive Union of America (National Farmers 
Union), 1575 Sherman Street, Denver,' Colo.; 
1012 14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,875. E. (9) '$223.47. 

A. L. E. Deilke, 163-165 Center Street, 
Winona, Minn. 

B. The Interstate Manufacturers Associa
tion, 163-165 Center Street, Winona, Minn. 

D. (6) $1,500. 

A. L. E. Dellke, 163-165 Center Street, 
Winona, Minn. 

B. National Association of Direct Sel11ng 
Companies, 163-165 Center Street, Winona, 
Minn. 

D. (6) $3,000. 

A. James J. Delaney, Jr., 1003 Lancaster 
Drive, Anchorage, ~Iaska. 

B. Association of American Railroads, 
Transportation Building, Washington, D.C. 

A. Milton C. Denbo, 134~ New Hampshire 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Automatic Car Wash Association, Inc., 
4432 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.c. · 
• E. (9) $5. 

A. Max A. Denney, 1629 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Industrial Bankers Associa
tion, 1629 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $675. 

A. John M. Dickerman, 900 17th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Lumber and Building Material 
Dealers Association, 302 Ring Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,300. 

A. Cecil B. Dickson, 1 Farragut Square 
South •. Washington, D.C. 

B. American Medical Association, 535 
North Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $1,762.50. E. (9) $3'45.61. 

A:· George S. Dietrich, 1741 DeSales Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Association on Broadcasting Standards, 
Inc., 1741 DeSales Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $581.53. 

A. Disabled American Veterans, National 
Service Headquarters, 1701 18th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Disabled American Veterans, 1425 East 
McMillan Street, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

D. (6) $7,375. E. (9) $769.11. 

A. Robert H. Distelhorst, Jr., 812 Pennsyl
vania Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. United States Savings & Loan League, 
221 North LaSalle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $375. E. (9) $20.45. 

A. District of Columbia Institute of Certi
fied Public Accountants, 710 Pennsylvania 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,228.60. E. (9) $1,228.60. 

A. District Lodge 44, IAM/AW, AFL-CIO, 
400 First Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $12,113.71. 

A. Division 689, Amalgamated Transit 
Union, 100 Indiana Avenue, W·asblngton, 
D.C. 

A. James F. Doherty, 815 16th Street N)V., 
Washington, D.C. 
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• B. American Federation of Labor and Con
gress of Industrial Organizations, 815 16th 
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,562. E. (9) $615.31. 

A. William C. Doherty, 400 First Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Mail Order Association of America, 612 
North Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Dl. 

A. William C. Doherty, 400 First Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Uniform Manu
facturers, 112 East 19th Street, New York, 
N.Y. 

A. Paul R. M. Donelan, 1 Farragut Square 
South, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Medical Association, 585 
North Dearborn Street, Chicago, lll. 

D. (6) $250. 

A. J. Dewey Dorsett, 110 William Street, 
New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $150. 

A. ·Jasper N. Dorsey, 1730 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Amerioan Telephone & Telegraph Co., 
1~5 Broadway, New Y9rk, N.Y. 

D. (6) $173. 

A. C. L. Dorson, 900 F Street NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

B. Retirement Federation of Civil Service 
Employees of the U.S. Government, 900 F 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,420.43. K (9) $135. 

A. Leonard K. Dowiak, 777 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Hotel & Motel Association, 221 · 
West 57th Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $225. 

A. P. Frederick Dryer, 3911 Madison Street, 
Hyattsville, Md. 

E. (9) $74.62. 

A. Evelyn Dubrow, 1710 Broadway, New 
York, N.Y. 

B. International Ladies' Garment Workers' 
Union, 1710 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $2,715.44. E. (9) $2,236.18. 

A. Read P. Dunn, Jr., 1200 18th street N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Cotton Council of America, 
Post Office Box 12285, Memphis, Tenn. 

A. J. D. Durand, 1725 K Street NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

B. Association of Oil Pipe Lines, 1725 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $260. 

A. Frederick G. Dutton, 844 Pennsylvania 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. The American SOciety of Composers, 
Authors and Publishers, 575 Madison Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $9,280. E. (9) $491.90. 

A. Walter A. Edwards, 1700 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Chrysler Corp., 341 Massachusetts Ave~ 
nue, Detroit, Mich. 

.D. (6) $250. E. (9) $100. 

A. George V. Egge, Jr., 1250 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Cleary, Gottlieb, Steen & Hamilton, 1250 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. James B. Ehrlich, 1000 Connect1cut Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Air Transport AssocUition of America, 
1000 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) '516.25. · E. (9) $332.25. 

A. John Doyle Ell1ott, 808 North Capitol 
Street, Washington, D.C. 

B. Townsend Plan, Inc., 808 North Capitol 
Street, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,625. E. (9) $142.08. 

A. John M. Elliott, 5025 Wisconsin Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Amalgamated Transit Union, 5025 Wis
consin Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Clyde T. Ellis, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., 
Washingtpn, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative 
Association, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. . 

A. Perry R. Ellsworth, 1025 Vermont Ave
nue NW ., Washington, D.C. 

B. Retail Jewelers of America, Inc., 1025 
Vermont Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

E; (9) $50. 

A. Ely & Duncan, 1200 Tower Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Public Power Association, 919 
18th Street NW., Washington, D.C. . 

D. ( 6) $2,100. 

· A. Ely & Duncan, 1200 Tower Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Basic Management, Inc., Post Office Box 
2065, Henderson, Nev. 

D. (6) $2,700. E. (9) $60.41. 

A. Ely & Duncan, 1200 Tower Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Coachella Valley County Water District, 
Coachella, Calif. · 

D. (6) $1,200. 

A. Ely & Duncan, 1200 Tower Buil~g. 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Department of Water and Power of the 
City of Los Angeles, 111 North Hope Street, 
Los Angeles, Oalif. 

D. (6) $2,400. 

A. Ely & Duncan, 1200 Tower Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. East Bay Municipal Ut111ty District, 
2130 Adeline Street, Oakland, Calif. 

D. (6) $1,200. 

A. Ely & Duncan, 1200 Tower Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Imperial Irrigation District, El Centro, 
Calif. 

D. (6) $2,100. 

A. Ely & Duncan, 1200 Tower Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Las Vegas Valley Water District, 3700 
Charleston Boulevard, Las Vegas, Nev. 

D. (6) $2,700. E. (9) $35.23. 

A. Ely & Duncan, 1200 Tower Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Six Agency Committee, 909 South 
Broadway. Los Angeles, Calif. 

D. (6) $6,115. 

A. Myles W. English, 202 National Press 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Highway Users Conference, 
Inc., 202 National Press Building, Washing
ton, D.C. 

A. Grover W. Ensley, 200 Park Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

B. National Association of Mutual Savings 
Banks, 200 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $768. E. (9) $71.57. 

A. Lawrence . E. Ernst, 301 East Capitol 
Street, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Star Route Mail Carriers Asso
ciation, 301 East Capitol Street, Washing
ton,D.C. 

E. (9) $922. 

A. Ethyl Corp., 611. Madison Office Build
ing, 1155 15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $800.75. 

A. John D. Fagan, 200 Maryland Avenue 
NE., Washington, D.C. 

B. Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United 
States. 

D. (6) $2,050. E. (9) $25.25. 

A. Family Tax Association, 100 Old York 
Road, Jenkintown, Pa. 

E. (9) $100. 

A. The Farmers' Educational and Coopera
tive Union of America (National Farmers 
Union), 1575 Sherman Street, Denver, Colo., 
and 1012 14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $50,940.79. E. (9) $21,466.28. 

A. Joseph G. Feeney, 110117th Street NW.,. 
Washington, D.C. 

B. REA Express, 219 East 42d Street, New 
York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,200. E. (9) $600. 

A. ArthurS. Fefferman, 1701 K Street NW.,. 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Life Convention, 211 East 
Chicago Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Bonner Fellers, 1001 Connecticut Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Citizens Foreign Aid Committee, 1001 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Maxwell Field, 210 Lincoln Street, Bos
ton, Mass. 

B. New England Shoe & Leather Associa
tion, 210 Lincoln Street, Boston, Mass. 

D. (6) $400. E. (9) $103.43. 

·A. Herbert A. Fierst, 607 Ring Building,. 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Council of Forest Industries of British 
Columbia, 1477 West Pender Street, Van
couver, B.C. 

D. ( 6) $6,000. E. (9) $'! 70. 

A. William J. Flaherty, 1701 18th Stree·t. 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Disabled American Veterans, 1425 East 
McMillan Street, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

D. (6) $3,000. 

A. Roger Flemming, 425 13th Street NW.,. 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation,lOOO 
Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $1,300. E. (9) $7.17. 

A. Florida Citrus Mutual, Lakeland, Fla. 
E. (9) $1,200. . 

A. Florida · Inland Navigation District, 
Citizens Bank Building, Bunnell, Fla. 

A. Cordon Forbes, 207 Union Depot Build
ing, St. Paul, Minn. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $1,807.14. 

A. James W. Fodstel, 1 Farragut Square 
South, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Medical Association, 535 
North Dearporn Street, Chicago, Dl. 

D. (6) $1,612.50. E. (9) $83.32. 

A. Ronald J. Foulis, 1730 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. and 195 Broadway, New 
York, N.Y. 

B. American Telephone & Telegraph Co.,. 
195 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $180. 

A. John G. Fox, 1730 K Street NW., Wash
ington, D.C. and 195 Broadway, New York, 
N.Y. 

B. American Telephone & Telegraph Co. 
195 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $379.44. 
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A. Charles A. Francik, 1629 K Street NW., 

Washington, D.C. 
B. Corning Glass Works, Corning, N.Y. 
D. (6) $420. . 

A. Robert w. Frase, 1820 Jefferson Place 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Book Publishers Council, Inc., 
1 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. ($6) $3,250. E. (9) $4,483.65. 

A. R. Frank Frazier, 1155 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Broiler Council, 1155 15th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
_ D. (6) $325. 

A. James H. French, 1625 K street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Book Manufacturers' Institute, Inc., 25 
West 43d Street, New York, N.Y. 

A_. Phillp P. Friedlander, Jr., 1343 L Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Tire Dealers & Retreaders. As
sociation, Inc., 1343 L Street NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

D . . (6) $75. E. (9) $5. 

A. Joseph B. Friedman, 1028 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. M. Golodetz & Co., 120 Wall Street, New 
York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $100. 

A. Friends Committee on National Legis
lation, 245 Second Street NE., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $29,176. E. (9) $13,090. 

A. Garrett Fuller, . 836 Wyatt Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Columbia Steamship Co.; 1210 Stand
ard Plaza, Portland, Oreg. 

A. John Baxter Funderburk, National Press 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. The National Association of Retail 
Druggists, 1 East Wacker Drive, Chicago, Dl. 

D. (6) $500. 

A. Gadsby, Maguire, Hannah & Merrigan, 
729 15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Cranbar Corp, Ponce, Puerto Rico. 
D. (6) $3,905. E. (9) $105.62. 

A. Henry E. Gardiner, 1511 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Anaconda Co., 25 Broadway, New 
York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $1,356.70. 

A. Marion R. Garstang, 30 F Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Milk Producers Federation, 30 
F Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $200. E. (9) $5.35. 

A. Gas Supply Committee, Post Omce Box 
631, Amarillo, Tex. . 

D. (6) $401.98. E. (9) $401.98. 

A. Aubrey D. Gates, 535 North Dearborn 
Street, Chicago, Dl. · 

B. American Medical Association, 635 
North Dearborn Street, Chicago, Dl. 

D. (6) $170. 

A. Joseph S. Gill, 16 East Broad Street, 
Columbus, Ohic 

B. The Ohio Railroad Association, 16 East 
Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio. 

D. (6) $1,375. E. (9) $123.37. 

A. Neal P. Glllen, 1712 G Street 1f(W., 
-Washington, D.C. 

B. American Automobile Association, 1712 
G Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Ginsburg & Feldman, i Farragut Squa.re 
South, Washington, D.C. 

B. The Meyercord Co., 5323 West Lake 
Street, Chicago, Dl. 

A. Ginsburg & Feldman, 1 Farragut 
Square South, Washingtqn, D.C. 

B. National Association of Tobacco Dis
tributors, 360 Lexi:p.gton Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

E. (9> $566.35. 

A. Jay W. Glasma~n. 306 Southern Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. Employee Relocation Reel Estate Ad
visory COillinittee, In.c., 209 North · Michigan 
Avenue, Ohlcago, Dl. 

D. (6) $2,500. 

A. Jay W. Glasmann, 306 Southern Build-
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. H. J. Heinz Co., Pittsburgh, Pa. 
D; (6) $500. 

A. Philip M. Gllck, 1726 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. District of Columbia Institute of Cer
tified Public Accountants, 710 Pennsylvania 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,228.60. E. (9) $310. 

A. Arthur P. Gildea, 2347 Vine Street, ctn
. clnnatl, Ohio. 

B. Intern81tional Union of United Brewery, 
Flour,- Cereal, Soft Drink & Distillery Work
ers of Amel'ica, 2347 Vine Street, Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

A. Don A. Goodall, 1615 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Chamber of Commerce of the U.S.A. 

A. Lawrence L. Gourley, 1625 I Street NW., 
W81Shington, D.C. 

B. American Osteopathic Assoc1·81tlon, 212 
East Ohio Street, Chicago, Dl. 

D. (6) $500. 

A. Government Employes' Council, 100 In
diana Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $11,645.59. E. (9) $4,762.19. 

A. Grain & Feed Dealers National Associa
tion, 400 Folger Building, Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $48. 

A. Grand Lodge of the Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen & Enginemen, 15401 
Detroit Avenue, Lakewood, Cleveland, Ohio. 

D. (6) $34,209.68. E. (9) $34,209.68. 

A. Cornelius R. Gray, 1712 G Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Automobile Association, 1712 
G Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. James A. Gray, 2139 Wisconsin Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Machine Tool -Builders' Associ
ation, 2139 Wisconsin Avenue NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

A. Mrs. Virginia M. Gray, 3501 Williams
burg Lane NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Citizens Committee for UNICEF, 20 E 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $225. E. (9) $372.64. 

A. Samuel A. Grayson, 611 Idaho Building, 
Boise, Idaho. 

B. Union Pacific Railroad Co., 1416 Dodge 
Street, Omaha, Nebr. 

A. Dale Greenwood, 302 Hoge Building, 
Seattle, Wash. 

B. Washington Railroad Association, 30:J 
Hoge Building, Seattle, Wash. 

A. Jerry N. Grtmn, 723 Washington Build· 
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. C.I.T. Financial Corp., 660 Madison Ave-
nue, New York, N.Y. · 

... ·- -- .. ·- - --,,,.,_ 

A. Jerry N. Grimn, 723 WMhington Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. Mutual Benefit Health & Accident Asso
ciation, Omaha; Nebr. 

A. Jerry N. Grtm11, 723 Washington Build· 
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. Oceanic Properties, Inc., Post omce Box 
2'780, Honolulu, Hawaii. 

D. (6) $1,000. 

A. J. S. Grigsby, Jr., 1103 Stahlman Build
~ng, Nashvllle, Tenn. 

B. Southern States Industrial Council, 
1103-1111 Stahlman Building, Nashvme; 
Tenn. 

D. (6) $2,400. 

A. Ben H. Guill, 2000 K Street NW., wash-
ington, D.C. _ 

B. National Automobile Dealers Associa
tion and American Zinc, Lead & Smelting 
Co. 

D. (6) $4,100. E. (9) $1,800. 

A. Jerome R. Gulan. 
B. National Federation of Independent 

Business, 921 Washington Building, Wash
ington, D.C. 

A. Robert W. Haack; 888 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Securities Deal
ers, Inc. 

A. Hoyt S. Haddock, 100 Indiana Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. AF'L-CIO Maritime Committee, 100 In· 
diana Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $600. E. (9) $216.51. 

A. Hoyt S. Haddock. 
B. Labor-Management Maritime Commit

tee, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,225. E. (9) $64.30. 

A. Hal H. Hale, 421 Transportation BuUd
ing, W81Shington, D.C. 

B. Association of American Railroads, 
Transportation Building, Washington, D.c. 

A. Randolph M. Hale, 1200 18th Street 
NW., WMhington, D.C. 

. B. National Electrical Contractors Asso
ciation, 1200 18th Street NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

A. Andrew G. Haley, 1736 DeSales Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Association on Broadcasting Standards, 
Inc., 1741 DeSales Street NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $267.77. 

A. Harold T. Halfpenny, 111 West Wash
ington Street, Chicago, Ill. 

A. J. G. Hall, Detroit, Mich. 
B. General Motors Corp., 3044 West Grand 

Boulevard, Detroit, Mich. 

A. Wilfred H. Hall, 1001 Connecticut Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Oil Jobbers Council, Inc., 1001 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $1,562.50. 

A. E. C. Hallbeck, 817 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. United Federation of Postal Clerks, 817 
14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $6,874.70. 

A. Hamel, Morgan, Park & Saunders, 888 
17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. -

B. Chrysler Corp., Detroit, Mich. 

A. Hamel, Morgan, Park & Saunders, 888 
17th Street NW., Washington~ D.C. 

-
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B. Comision Nacional Para el Estudio de la 

Cafia y el Azucar, La Paz, Bolivia. 

A. Hamel, Morgan, Park & Saunders, 888 
17th Street NW., WaBhington, D.C. 

B. Tejon Ranch Co., Post Office Box 1660, 
Bakersfield, Calif. 

D. (6) $900. 

A. Hamel, Morgan, Park & Saunders, 888 · 
17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Lake Carriers' Association, Rockefeller 
Building, Cleveland, Ohio. 

A. Hamel, Morgan, Park & Saunders, 888 
17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Watkins Products, Inc., Winona, Minn. 

A. Robert N. Hampton, 1200 .17th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Council of Farmer Coopera
tives, 1200 17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,000.02. E. (9) $164.93. 

A. William E. Hardman, 1411 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Tool, Die & Precision Machin
ing Association, 1411 K Street NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

A. Eugene J. Hardy, 918 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Bryce N. Harlow, 1730 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Procter & Gamble Manufacturing 
Co., 301 East Sixth Street, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

E. (9) $196. 

A. Mildred B. Harman, 212 Maryland Ave
nue NE., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Women's Christian Temper
ance Union, 1780 Chicago Avenue, Evanston, 
ni. 

D. (6) $797.49. E. (9) $360.24. 

A. William B. Harman, Jr., 1701 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Life Convention, 211 East 
Chicago Avenue, Chicago, Dl. 

D. (6) $64.93. 

A. L. James Harmanson, Jr., 1200 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Council of Farmer Coopera
tives, 1200 17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $6,000. E. (9) $321.10. 

A. Herbert E. Harris II, 425 13th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation, 1000 
Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $1,875. 

·A. R. A. Harris, 38 South Dearborn Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 

B. Railway Progress Institute, 38 South 
Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $3,750. 

A. Burr P. Harrison, Graichen Building, 
Winchester, Va. 

B. Savage Arms, Westfield, Mass., et al. 
E. (9) $33.34. 

A. Paul M. Hawkins, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Health Insurance Association of Amer
ica, 1701 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Kit H. Haynes, 1200 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Council of Farmer Coopera
tives, 1200 17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Joseph H. Hays, 280 Union Station 
Building, Chicago, TIL 

B. The Association of Western Railways, 
, 224 Union Station Building, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Hays & Hays, 920 Warner Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Motor Commerce Association, Inc., 4004 
Versailles Road, Lexington, Ky. 

D. (6) $600. E. (9) $18.30. 

A. John C. Hazen, 1317 F Street NW., 
Washington, D .C. 

B. National Retail Merchants Association, 
100 West 31st Street, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $71.80. 

A. Health Insurance Association of Amer
ica, 1701 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Patrick B . Healy, 30 F Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Milk Producers Federation, 30 
F Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $300. E. (9) . $83.96. 

A. Robert W. Healy, 1101 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Smith & Pepper, 1101 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. George J. Hecht, 52 Vanderbilt Ave
nue, New York, N.Y. 

B. American Parents Committee, Inc., 20 
E Street NW., Washington, D.C. and the 
subcommittee Bipartisan Citizens Commit
tee for Federal Aid for Public Elementary 
and Secondary Education, 2107 Davenport 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Robert B. Heiney, 1133 20th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Canners Association, 1133 20th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $875. E. (9) $2,274.19. 

A. Kenneth G. Heisler, 1200 17th Street 
NW, Washington, D.C. 

B. National League of Insured Savings As
sociations, 1200 17th Street NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $700. 

A. Christopher 0. Henderson, 1341 G 
Street NW ., Washington, D.C. 

B. Organization of Professional Employees 
of the U.S. Department of Agriculture, 1341 
G Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $550. E. (9) $25. 

A. Edmund P. Hennelly, 150 East 42d 
Street, New York, N.Y. 

B. Mobil Oil Corp., 150 East 42d Street, 
New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,125. E. (9) $404.65. 

A. John K. Herbert, 575 Lexington Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

B. Magazine Publishers Association, 575 
Lexington Avenue, New York. N.Y. 

A. Clinton M. Hester, 432 Shoreham Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Football League, 1 Rockefel
ler Plaza, New York, N.Y. 

A. Clinton M. Hester, 432 Shoreham Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B . Savage Arms, Westfield, Mass., et al. 

A. Hester, Owen & Stone, 432 Shoreham 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. ·Jnited States Brewers Association, 635 
Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $5,000. E. (9) $39.59. 

A. Augustus H. Hewlett, 323 Dupont Circle 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. North American Association of Alco
holism Programs, 323 Dupont Circle Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $175. E. (9) $207.50. 

A. M. F. Hicklin, 507 Bankers Trust Build
ing, Des Moines, Iowa. 

B. Iowa Railway Committee, 507 Bankers 
Trust Building, Des Moines, Iowa. 

E. (9) $468.50. 

A. John W. Hight, 1028 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Legislative Committee of the Commit
tee for a National Trade Policy, Inc., 1028 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 
D.C. 

D. (6) $100. 

A. Norman Hill. 
B. Industrial Union Department, AFL

CIO,. 815 16th Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $801.60. 

A. Hill & Knowlton, Inc., 150 East 42d 
Street, New York, N. Y. 

A. Brig. Gen. James D. Hittle, USMC 
(Ret.), 200 Maryland Avenue NE., Washing
tion, D.C. 

B. Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United 
States. 

D. (6) $1,166.67. E. (9) $64.80. · 

A: Lawrence S. Hobart, 919 18th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C: 

B. American Public Power Association, 919 
18th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $425. 

A. Claude E. Hobbs, 1625 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Westinghouse Electric Corp., 3 Gateway 
Center, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

D. (6) $900. E. (9) $120. 

A. Ralph D. Hodges, Jr. 
B. National Forest Product Association, 

1619 Massachusetts Avenue NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

E. (9) $91.85. 

A. Hogan & Hartson, 815 Connecticut Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Kaiser Industries Corp., Kaiser Center, 
Oakland, Calif. 

D. (6) $1,950. E. (9) $420.88. 

A. Hogan & Hartson, 815 Connecticut Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Society of Independent Gasoline Mar
keters of America, Clayton, Mo. 

D. (6) $3,000. E. (9) $108.60. 

A. Fuller Holloway, 888 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Toilet Goods Association, Inc., 1270 
Avenue of the Americas, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $9,900. E. (9) $932.92. 

A. Lee B. Holmes, 829 Pennsylvania Build-
ing, Washington, D.C. · 

B. American Mutual Insurance Alliance, 
20 North Wacker Drive, Chicago, Ill. 

E. (9) $12.05. 

A. John W. Holton, 815 Connecticut Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Bankers Association, 90 
Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $2,078.58. 

A. Roland S. Hornet, Jr. 
B. Cleary, Gottlieb, Steen & Hamilton, 1250 

Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Edwin M. Hood, 1730 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Shipbuilders Council of America, 1730 
K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Donald E. · Horton, 222 West Adams 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Thomas B. House. 
B. National Association of Frozen Food 

Packers, 919 18th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D . (6) $100. 

A. Charles L. Huber, 170118th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 
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B. Disabled American Veterans, 1425 East 

McMillan Street, Cincinnati, Ohio. 
p. (6) $4,375. E. (9) $769.11. 

A. W. T. Huff, 918 16th Street NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

B. Independent Natural Gas Association of 
America, 918 16th Street NW., Washington, 
D.O. 

D. (6) $352.50. 

·A. Mr. James W. Hunt, 1615 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Everett Hutchinson, 839 17th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Motor Bus Own
ers, 839 17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Philip A. Hutchinson, Jr., 1735 New 
York Avenue, Washington, D.C. · 

B. The American Institute of Architects, 
1735 New York Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,000.. E. (9) $891.53. 

A. Elmer P. Hutter, P6st Office Box 2255, 
Washington, D.C. ' 

B. Hugo W. Zugnoni, Rochester, N.Y. 
D. (6) $5. 

B. National ·Association of Postal Supervi
sors, Post Office Box 1924, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,374.51. E. ' (9) $37.19. 

A. Joe Jenness, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Oooperative As
sociation, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

A. Chas. B. Jennings, 1712 I Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $400. 

A. Robert G. Jeter, Dresden, Tenn. 
B. H. C. Spinks Clay Co., Paris, Tenn., et al. 

A. Glendon E. Johnson, 1701 K :Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Life Convention, 211 East Chi
cago Avenue, Ohicao, Til. 

D. (6) $428.75. E. (9) $28.50. 

A. Reuben L. Johnson. 
B. The Farmers' Eduootiona.! & Co-Opera

tive Union of America (National Fanners' 
Union), 1575 Sherman Street, Denver, Colo., 
and 1012 14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,284,67. E: (9) $191.85. 

A. Elmer P. Hutter, Post Office Box 2255, A. Spencer A. Johnson, 1615 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. . Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $457. B. Chamber of Commerce of the U.S.A. 

A. Frank N. Ikard, 1271 Avenue of the 
Americas, New York, N.Y. 

B. American petroleum Institute, 1271 
Avenue of the Americas, New York, N.Y. 

A. Illinois Railroad Association, 135 East 
11th Place, Chicago, Ill. 

E. (9) $1,663.37. 

A. Bernard J. Imming, 777 14~h Street 
NW., Washington; D.C. 

B. United Fresh Fruit & Vegetable Associa
tion, 777 14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Independent Natural Gas Association of 
America, 918 16th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,227.50. 

A. Industrial Union Depaz1;ment, AFL-OIO, 
815 16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $8,675.12. E. (9) · $8,675.12. 

A. Inland Steel Co., 30 West Monroe Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 

E. (9) $1,450.89. 

A. Institute of Appliance Manufacturers, 
2000 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. International Armament Corp., 10 Prince 
Street, Alexandria, Va. 

E. (9) $1,500. 

A. The Interstate Manufacturers Associa
tion, 163-165 Center Street, Winona, Minn. 

D. ( 6) $2,975. 

A. Iron Ore Lessors Association, Inc., 1000 
First National Bank Building, Saint Paul, 
Minn. 

D. (6) $1,590.22. E. (9) $15,177.42. 

A. Robert C. Jackson, 1120 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Textile Manufacturers Insti
tute, Inc., 1501 Johnston Building, Charlotte, 
N.C. 

D. (6) $3,750. E. (9) $237. 

A. Japanese American Citizens League, 1634 
Post Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

A. Daniel Jaspan, Post Office Box 1924, 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Willis Johnson, 300 New Jersey Avenue 
SE., Washington, D.C. 

B. Business Information Service, 300 New 
Jersey Avenue SE., Washington, D.C. 

A. Ned Johnston, 1105 Barr Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Association of Ice Cream 
Manufacturers & Milk Industry Foundation, 
1105 Barr Building, Washington, D.C. 

A. Geo. Bliss Jones, Montgomery, Ala. 
B. Alabama Railroad Association, 1002 

First National Bank Building, Montgomery, 
Ala. 

D. (6) $220. E. (9) $74.60. 

A. L. Dan Jones, 1110 Ring Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Independent Petroleum Association of 
America, 1110 Ring Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

E. (9) $16. 

A. Allan M. Kearney, 1001 Broad Street, 
Johnstown, Pa. 

B. Pennsylvania Electric Co., 1001 Broad, 
Street, Johnstown, Pa. 

D. (6) $634. E. (9) $444.63. 

A. Jerome J. Keating, 100 Indiana Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Letter Carriers, 
100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,125. 

A. William J. Keating, 400 Folger Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Grain & Feed Dealers National AssOCia
tion, 400 Folger Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $48. 

A. Howard B. Keck, 1801 Avenue of the 
Stars, Los Angeles, Calif. 

B. The Superior 011 Co., 1801 Avenue of 
the Stars, Los Angeles, Calif. 

E. (9) $300. 

A. W. M. Keck, Jr., 1801 Avenue of the 
Stars, Los Angeles, Calif. 

E. (9) $275. 

A. Thomas John Kehoe & Associates, '1904 
Rockwood Road, Silver Spring, Md. 

E. (9) $990. 

A. Robert H. Kellen, 25 East Chestnut 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 

B. Mayonnaise & Salad Dressings Institute, 
25 East Chestnut Street, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Robert H. Kellen, 25 East Chestnut 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 

B. National Preservers Association, _25 East 
Chestnut Street, Chicago, Ill. 

A. James C. Kelley, 1500 Massachusetts 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Machine Tool Distributors' 
Association, 1500 Masachusetts Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. John T. Kelly, 1155 15th Street NW., · 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Pharmaceutical Manufacturers Associa
tio~.· 

A. Thomas A. Kelly, 1625 I Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

· B. Retired omcers Association 1625 I 
Street NW., Washington·, D.C. ' 

D. (6) $2,112.50. 

A. Harold L. Kennedy, 420 Cafritz Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. Marathon 011 Co., Findlay, Ohio. 
E. (9) , $109.45. 

A. James J. Kennedy, Jr., 400 First Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Railway Labor Executives' Association, 
400 First Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $635. 

A. Peter B. Kenney, 1725 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Broadcasting Co., Inc., 30 
Rockefeller Plaza, New York, N.Y. 

A. William F. Kenney, New York, N.Y. 
B. Shell 011 Co., 50 West 50th Street, New 

York, N.Y. 

A. J. Don Kerlin, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Reuben H. Donnelley Corp., 235 
East 42d Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $300. E. (9) $100. 

A. J. Don Kerlin, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Letter Carriers, 
100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $300. E. (9) $100. 

A. J. Don Kerlin, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Time, Inc., Rockefeller Center, New 
York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $300. E. (9) $100. 

A. William J. Kerwin, 1200 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National League of Insured Savings As
sociations, 1200 17th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,000. 

A. John L. Kilcullen, 910 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Right To Work Committee, 
1900 L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Edward W. Kiley, 2000 Florida Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative 
Association, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

A. Joseph T. King, 1028 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Associated Equipment Distributors & 
Sprinkler Irrigation Association. 

E. (9) $826.87. 

. A. T. Bert King, 812 Pennsylvania BuJlcUng, 
Washington, D.O. 
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B. United States Savings & Loan League, 

221 North LaSalle Street, Chicago, Ill. 
D. (6) $750. 

A. Mr. and Mrs. Harry L. Kingman. 
D. (6) $2,110. E. (9) $2,110. 

A. Clifton Kirkpatrick, 1918 North Park
way, Memphis, Tenn. 

B. National Cotton Council of America, 
Post Office · Box 12285, Memphis, Tenn. 

D. (6) $690. E. (9) $83.89. 

A. Ernest A. Kistler, 901 Hamilton Street, 
Allentown, Pa. 

B. Pennsylvania Power & Light Co., 901 
Hamilton Street, Allentown, Pa. 

D. (6) $462.50. E. (9) $337.91. 

A. Ralph W. Little. 
B. International Paper Co., 220 East 42d 

Street, New Yo:r'k, N.Y. 

A. Robert E. Kline, Jr., 430 Wyatt Building, 
Washington, D.C. · 

B. American Fishing Tackle Manufacturers 
.<\Ssociation, 20 -North Wacker Dl;'ive, Chicago, 
n1. · . 

D. (6) $1,800. 

A. Robert E. Kline, Jr., 430 Wyatt Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Bowling Proprietors . Association of 
America, West Higgins Road, Hoffman Estates, 
Ill. 

D. (6) $1,250. 

A. John D. Knodell, 1730 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Humble Oil & Refining Co., Post Offi.ce 
Box.2180, Houston, Tex. ·. 

E. (9) $1,204.54. 

A. Robert M. Koch, 792 H Street NW ., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Limestone Institute, Inc., 702 
H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9} $45.25. 

A. William L. Kohler, 1616 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Trucking Associations, IIic., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C~ 

D. (6) $1,200. E. (9) $275.65. 

A. Herman C. Kruse, 245 Market Street, 
San Francisco, Calif. 

B. Pacific Gas & Electric Co., 245 Market 
Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

D. (6) $2,778.75. E. (9) $3,183.73. 

A. Lloyd R. Kuhn, 1725 DeSales Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Aerospace Industries Association of 
America, Inc., 1725 DeSales Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,752. E. (9) $604.35. 

A. June Kysilko, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative As
sociation, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

A. Labor Bureau of Middle West, 1155 15th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C., and 11 South 
LaSalle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Labor-Management Maritime Commit
tee, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $8,460. E. (9) .6,951. 

A. Laborers' International Union of North 
America, 905 16th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

E. (9) $9,699.57. 

A, Laborers' Political Action League, 905 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $7,858.81. E. (9) $6,850 • . ~ . 

. \ 

A. Richard H. Lane, 1511 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Committee for Broadening Com-· 
mercia! Bank Participation in Public Financ-
ing. ·' 

A. Reed E. Larson, 1900 L Street NW ., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Right To Work Committee, 
1900 L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Glenn T. Lashley, 1712 G Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. D.C. Division, American Automobile As
sociation, 1712 G Street NW ., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. L. · Edward Lashinan, 815 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Labor & Con
gress of Industrial Organizations. 

D. (6) $3,562. E. (9) $763.75. 

A. Dillard B. Lasseter, 1616 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C . 

D. (6) $1,200: • E. (9) $525. 

A. Dillard B. Lasseter, Post Omce Box 381, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Organization of Professional Employees 
of the U.S. Department of Agriculture, Post 
omce Bo~ 381, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $400. ·E. (9) $125. 

A. J. Austin Latimer, 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. George H. Lawrence, 1101 17th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Petroleum Institute, 1271 
Avenue of the Americas, New York, N.Y. · 

D. (6) $312.50. E. (9) $44.60. 

A. John v. Lawrence, 1616 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. · 

B. American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,200. E. (9) $66. 

A. League of Americans Residing Abroad, 
910 17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Robert F. Lederer, 835 Southern Buiid
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Association of Nurserymen, 
Inc., 835 Southern Building, Washington, 
D.C. . 

D. (6) $36.25. E. (9) $108. 

A. Leonard F. Lee, 402 · Solar Building, · 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Tenneco, Inc., Post Omce Box 2511, 
Houston, Tex. 

E. ·(9) $58. 

A. Legislative COmmittee of the Committee 
for a National Trade Policy, Inc., 1028 Con
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,337. E. (9) $123. 

A. Legislative Committee, International 
Economic Policy Association, 1625 I Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $5,365.36. 

A. G. E. Leighty, 400 First Street NW ... 
Washington, D.C. 

A. E. Leitz, Inc., 468 Park Avenue South, 
New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) , $4,830.42. 

A. Nils A. Lennartson, 38 South Dearborn 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 

B. Railway Progress Institute, 38 South 
Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) . $9,249.96. . 
T 

A. Edith M. Lesser, 2924 Rittenhouse 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Washington Home Rule Committee, 
924 14th Street NW., Washington, D.c: 

D. (6) $1,039.98. 

A. Roy T. Lester, 1 Farragut Square South, 
. Washington, D.C. 

B. American Medical Association, 535 
North ·Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6} $~12.50. E. (9) $15.30. 

A. Morris J. Levin, 1632 K Street NW., 
WaShington, D.C. 

B. Association of American Railroads, 
Transportation Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6} $2,500. . 

A. Morris J. Levin, 1632 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Pennsylvania Railroad Co;, 6 Penn 
Center Plaza, Philadelphia, Pa. 

A. Hal Leyshon, 122 East 42d Street, New 
York, N.Y. , 

B. American Federation of Musicians, 641 
Lexington Avenue, New York, N.Y'. 

D. (6) $4,999.98; ' E.· (9) $1,429.36. !· - ·- ........ ' 
A. Lightweight Aggregates Percentage De

pletion Committee, Post Omce Box 9138, 
Richmond-, Va. · 

E. (9) $4,147.36. 

A. Lester W. Lindow, 1735 DeSales Street 
NW., WaShington, D.C. 

D. (6) $362.50. E. (9) $17. 

A. Charles B. Lipsen, 1741 DeSales Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Retail Clerks International Association, 
1741 DeSales Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,375. E. (9) $1,309.94. 

A. Zel E. Lipsen, 1925 K Street NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. · 

B. Brotherhood of Painters, Decorators & 
Paperhangers of America, 1925 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,575. 

· A. Robert G. Litschert, 1200 18th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Electric com
panies, 1200 18th Street NW.; Washington, 
D.C. . 

D. (6) $1,031.25. E. (9) $89.63. 

A. Basil R. Littin, 30 Rockefeller Plaza, 
New York, N.Y. 

B. Continental Oil Co., 30 Rockefeller 
Plaza, New York, N.Y. 

A. John J. Long, · 711 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Printing Pressmen & As
sistants' Union of North America, Press
men's Home, Tenn. 

D. (6) $1,950. E. (9) $2,190. 

A. Paul H. Long, 1612 K Street 'NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

B. Standard Oil Co. (New Jersey), SO 
Rockefeller Plaza, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $75.35. 

A. R. C. Longmire, Pauls Valley, Okla. 
B. National Association of Soil & Water 

Conservation Districts, League City, Tex. 

A. Harold 0. Lovre, 1616 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Trucking Assocla tions, Inc., 
i6i6 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,200. E. (9) $294.60. 

A. Otto Lowe, Cape Charles, Va. 
B. National Canners Association, 1133 

20th Street NW., Washington, D.C. · 
D. (6) $1,500. 
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A. Otto Lowe, Cape Charles, Va. 
B. Norfolk & Western Railway Co., Roa

noke, Va. 
D. (6) $600. 

A. Scott w. Lucas, 1028 ConneCtticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. District of Columbia Bankers Associa
tion, 1708 Massachusetts Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,000. 

A. Scott W. Lucas, 1028 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Robert W. Johnson, Jr., Johnson & 
Johnson, New Brunswick, N.J. 

D. (6) $1,000. 

A. Scott W. Lucas, 1028 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Mobile Homes Manufacturers AssoCia
tion, 20 North Wacker Drive, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $1,000. 

A. Scott W. Lucas, 1028 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Western Medical Corp., 415-423 West 
Pershing Road, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $1,000. 

A. Milton F. Lunch, 2029 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Society of Professional En
gineers, 2029 K Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $750. 

A. John M. Lynham, 888 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Charles and Katrushka J. Parsons, 
310 Park Avenue, Pasay City, Manila, 
Ph111ppines. 

E. (9) $313. 

A. John C. Lynn, 425 13th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation, 1000 
Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $2,593.75. E. (9) $111.67. 

A. LeRoy E: Lyon, Jr., 11th & L Bulld-
1ng, Sacramento, Calif. 

B. California Railroad Association, 215 
Market Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

D. (6) $2,812.50. E. (9) $841.37. 

A. Breck P. McAllister, 25 Broadway, New 
York,N.Y. . 

B. American Committee for Flags of Neces
sity, 25 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

A. Robert C. McCandless. 
B. International Paper Co., 220 East 42d 

Street, New York, N.Y. 
D. (6) $165 E. (9) $93.17. 

A. John A. McCart, 100 Indiana Avenue 
NW ., Washington, D.C. 

B. Government Employes' Councll, AFL
CIO, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. ( 6) $2,067 .28. 

A. McCarthy & Wheatley, 1200 Walker 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Evan Jones Coal Co., Jonesville, Alaska. 
D. (6) $1,200. 

A. McCarthy & Wheatley, 1200 Walker 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Semitropic Water Storage District, 2714 
L Street, Bakersfield, Calif .. 

D. (6) $1,400. 

A. McClure & Trotter, 1710 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Coca-Cola Co., Post Omce ·Drawer 
1734, Atlanta, Ga. 

E. (9) $166.80. 

A. McClure & Trotter, 1710 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Mobll 011 Corp., 150 East 42d Street, 
New York, N.Y. 

A. Guy G. McConnell, 1825 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington. D.C. 

B. Manufacturing Chemists' Association, 
Inc., 1825 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash-

in~.0(6 ~·~soo. 
A. Richard J. McCooey, 1226 36th Street 

NW., Washington, D.C. 
B. Seventeen Eighty Nine, Inc., 1226 36th 

Street NW., Washington, D .C. 
E. (9) $30. 

A. Albert L. McDermott, 777 14th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Hotel & Motel Association, 
221 West 57th Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $350. 

A. Angus H. McDonald. 
B. The Farmers' Educational & Co-Opera

tive Union of America (National Farmers 
Union), 1575 Sherman Street, Denver, Colo., 
and 1012 14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,000.13 E. (9) $153.36. 

A. Joseph A. McElwain, 40 East Broadway, 
Butte, Mont. 

B. The Montana Power Co., Butte, Mont. 
E. (9) $777.94. ' 

A. Paul J. McGowan, 777 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Virgin Islands Legislature, Charlotte 
Amalie, St. Thomas, V.I. 

D. (6) $3,750. E. (9) $556.69. 

A. Marshall C. McGrath. 
B. International Paper Co., 220 East 42d 

Street, New York, N.Y. 
D. (6) $262.50. E. (9) $118.03. 

A. F. Howard McGuigan, 815 16th Street 
NW., Wa~hington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Labor & Con
gress of Industrial Organizations, 815 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,692. E. (9) $202.65. 

A. Clarence M. Mcintosh, 400 First Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of RaHway & Steamship 
Clerks, 1015 Vine Street, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

D. (6) $2,095.29. E. (9) $178.86. 

A. William F. McKenna, 1200 17th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National League of Insured Savings As
sociations, 1200 17th Street NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,234. E. (9) $74.49. 

A. Marvin L. McLain, 425 13th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American . Farm Bureau Federation, 
100C Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, ID. 

D. (6) $2,350. E. (9) $50.62. 

A. Will1am F. McManus, 777 14th Street 
NW ., Washington, D.C. 

B. General Electric Co., 570 Lexington 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $575. E. (9) $174.75. 

A. Charles R. McNeill, 815 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Bankers Association, 90 
Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,200. E. (9) $5,0;!9.43. 

A. William P. MacCracken, Jr., 1000 Con
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Optometric Association, Inc., 
care o! Dr. Melvin D. Wolfberg, 100 West 
Pine Street, Selinsgrove, Pa. 

D. (6) $2,500. 

A. John G. Macfarlan, 1101 17th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. REA Express, 219 East 42d Street, New 
York, N.Y. · 

D. (6) $1,290. E. (9) $552.58. 

A. James E. Mack, 1225 19th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Confectioners Association. 86 
South Wabash Avenue, Chicago, Dl. 

A. H. E. Mahlman, 1026 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Optometric Association, Inc., 
care of Dr. Melvin D. Wolfberg, 100 West 
Pine Street, Selinsgrove, Pa. 

D. (6) $812.50. E. (9) $17.40. 

A. Don Mahon, 1127 Warner Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $1,145.14. 

A. Carter Manasco, 5932 Chesterbrook 
Road, McLean, Va. 

B. National Coal Association, Cool Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,400. E. (9) $169.70. 

A. Rufus W. Manderson, 1200 18th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Electrical Contractors Asso
ciation, 1200 .18th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Manufacturing Chemists' Association. 
Inc., 1825 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,000. E. (9) $3,000. 

A. Olya Margolin (Mrs.), 1346 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Councll of Jewish Women, 1 
West 47th Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $2,350.38. E. (9) $142.80. 

A. Rodney W. Markley, Jr., 815 Connecticut 
Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. Ford Motor Co., Dearborn, Mich. 
D. (6) $525. E. (9) $1,215.60. 

A. Raymond E. Marks, 65 Market Street, 
San Francisco, Callf. 

B. Southern Pacific Co., 65 Market Street, 
San Francisco, Calif. 

A. Robert 0. Marritz, 2000 Florida Avenue, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative As
sociation, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $150. 

A. David M. Marsh, 837 Washington Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Insurance Association, 110 
William Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $700. E. (9) $19.78. 

A. Winson W. Marsh, 1343 L Street NW .• 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Tire Dealers & Retreaders As
sociation, Inc., 1343 L Street NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. · 

D. (6) $425. E. (9) $4.50. 

A. J. Paull Marshall, 925 Transportation 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of American Railroads, 
Transportation Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $214.21. E. (9) $251.49. 

A. Thomas A. Martin, 1625 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Mid-Continent Oil & Gas Association, 
300 Tulsa. Building, Tulsa., Okla. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $90 .. 

A. Mike M. Masaoka, 919 18th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Mike M. Masaokia, 919 18th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Association on Japanese Textile Im
ports, Inc., 551 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 



August 22, 1966 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- HOUSE 20165 
A. Mike M. Masaoka, 919 18th Street Nw., 

Washington, D.C. 
B. Japanese American Citizens League, 

1634 Post Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

A. Walter J. Mason, 815 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Building and Construction Trades De
partmen~. AFL-CIO, 815 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,999.93. E. (9) $917.43. 

A. P. H. Mathews, 925 Transportation 
Bullding, Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of American Railroads, 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $489.71. E. (9) $516.49. 

A. Charles D. Matthews, 1200 18th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Electric Com
panies, 1200 18th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $100. E. (9) $9.34. 

A. Charles E. Mattingly, 1608 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Legion, 700 North Penn-
sylvania Street, Indianapolis, Ind. -

D (6) $2,664. E. (9) $81.70. 

A. Arnold Mayer, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Amalgamated Meat Cutters & Butcher 
Workmen of North America, 2800 North 
Sheridan Road, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $3,625. E. (9) $710. 

A. Mayonnaise & Salad Dressings Institute, · 
25 East Chestnut Street, Chicago, Ill. 

A. John S. Mears, 1608 K Street NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

B. The American Legion, 700 North Penn
sylvania Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 

D. (6) $3,240. E. (9) $28.65. 

A. Carl J. Megel, 1343 H Street NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Teachers, 716 
North Rush Street, Chicago, Ill. 

E. (9) $8,800. 

A. Kenneth A. Meiklejohn, 815 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Labor & Con
gress of Industrial Organizations, 815 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,952. E. (9) $500.89. 

A. Lawrence c. Merthan, 1735 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Chas. Pfizer & Co., Inc., 235 East 42d 
Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $190. 

A. Metropolitan Washington Board of 
Trade, 1616 K Str~t NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. M. Barry Meyer, 1616 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $750. E. (9) $1,597.43. 

A. Michigan Hospital Service, 441 East 
Jefferson Avenue, Detroit, Mich. 

E. (9) $1,650. 

A .. Midland Cooperative Dairy Association, 
Shawano. Wis., and Box 128, Cazenovia, N.Y. 

A. Clarence R. Miles, 1625 I Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Legislative Committee, International 
Economic -Policy Association, 1625 I Street 
NW., Washington, D.C; 

E. (9) $4,641.71. 

A. capt. A. Stanley Miller, 1629 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Committee for F~ags of Neces
sity, 25 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $100. 

A. Miller Associates, Inc., 1705 DeSales 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Associated Telephone Exchange, Inc., 
777 14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $937.50. E. (9) $90. . 

A. Miller & Chevalier, 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. Vinson, Elkins, Weems, & Searls, First 
City National Bank Building, Houston, Tex. 

D. (6) $7,557.02. E. (9) $57.02. 

A. Dale Miller, 377 Mayflower Hotel, Wash
ington, D.C. 

B. Dallas, Tex., Chamber of Commerce~ 
D. (6) $1,500. 

A. Dale Miller, 377 Mayflower Hotel, Wash
ington, D.C. 

B. Gulf Intracoastal Canal Association, 
2211 South Coast Bulldlng, Houston, Tex. 

D. (6) $2,625. 

A. Dale Miller, 377 Mayflower Hotel, Wash
ington, D.C. 

B. Texas Gulf Sulphur Oo., Newgulf, Tex., 
and New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $2,250. 

A. Edwin Reid Miler, 1004 Farnam Street, 
Omaha, Nebr. 

B. Nebraska Railroads Legislative Commit
tee, 1004 Farnam Street, Omaha, Nebr. 

D. (6) $3,750. E. (9) $901.84. 

A. Lloyd S. Miller, 1730 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C., and 195 Broadway, New 
York, N.Y. 

B. American Telephone & Telegraph Co., 
195 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $436.50. 

A. Luman G. Miller, 912 Fall1ng Building, 
Portland, Oreg. 

B. Oregon Railroad Association, 912 Failing 
Building, Portland, Oreg. 

E. (9) $840.09. 

A. Robert H. Miller, 402 Solar Bulldlng, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Tenneco Inc., Post Office Box 2511, 
Houston, Tex. 

E. (9) $44.50. 

A. Jim M. Milligan, 402 Barclay Building, 
Bala-Cynwyd, Pa. 

B. National Water Co. Conference, 402 Bar-
clay Building, Bala-Cynwyd, Pa. -

A. Claude Minard, 215 Market Street, San 
Francisco, Calif. 

B. California Railroad Association, 215 
Market Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

· A. Othmer J. Mischa, 5025 Wisconsin Ave
nue Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Amalgamated Transit Union, AF'lr-CIO, 
5025 Wisconsin Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Missouri Railway Committee, 906 Olive 
Street, St. Louis, Mo. 

E. (9) $118.77. 

A. Mobilehome Dealers National Associa
tion, 39 South LaSalle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

E. (9) $2,538.97. 

A. Willis C. Moffatt, 525 First Security 
Building, Boise, Idaho. 

A. Curt Moody, 2244 South Western Ave
nue, Los Angeles, Calif. 

B. Friends Committee on National Legis
lation, 245 second Street NE., Washington, 
D.C. .,_ 

D. (6) $672.67. E : (9) $672.67. 

A. G. Merr111 Moody, 925 Transportation 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of American Railroads, 
Transportation Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $114.49. E. (9) $91.65. 

A. Joseph E. Moody, 1000 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $625 . . 

A. Carlos Moore, 25 Louisiana Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Brotherhood of Teamsters, 
25 Louisiana Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,750. 

A. Henry J. Moreschi, 905 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Laborers' International Union of North 
America, 905 16th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

E. (9) $428.70. 

A. Morison, Clapp, Abrams & Haddock, the 
Pennsylvania Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. The Sperry & Hutchinson Co., 330 Mad
ison Av·enue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Motor Commerce Association, Inc., 4004 
Versames Road, Lexington, Ky. 

D. (6) $1,100. E. (9) $452. 

A. John J. Murphy Jr., 815 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Bricklayers, Masons & Plasterers, In
ternational Union of America, 815 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (-6) $2,775. E. (9) $287.45. 

A. John J. Murphy, Route 2, Box 113-D, 
Edgewater, Md~, 

B. National Customs Service Association. 

A. William E. Murray, 2000 Florida Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative As
sociation, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

A. William E. Murtha, 918 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. J. Walter Myers, Jr., Post Office Box 
7278, Station G, Atlanta, Ga. 

B; Forest Farmers Association Cooperative, 
Post Office Box 7278, Station G, Atlanta, Ga. 

A. Kenneth D. Naden, 1200 17th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Council of Farmer Coopera
tives, 1200 17th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $7,500. E. (9) $935.30. 

A. Augustus Nasmith, Pennsylvania Sta
tion, Raymond Plaza, Newark, N.J. 

B. Associated Railroads of New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania Station, Raymond Plaza, New
ark, N.J. 

A. National Agricultural Chemicals Asso
ciation, 1155 15th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $11.50. E. (9) $11.50. 

A. National Association of Direct Selling 
Companies, 163-165 Center Street, Winona, 
Minn. 

D. (6) $.15,000. 

A. National Association of Electric. Com
panies, 1200 18th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $2,922.57. E. (9) $15,039.17. 

A. National Association of Frozen Food 
Packers, · 919 18th Street NW ., Washington, 
D.C. 1 

,D.- (6) $53,486.48. E. (9) $3,263.19. 
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A. National Association of Letter Carriers, 
100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $975,608.06. E. (9) $11,254.40. 

A. National Association of Margarine Man
ufacturers, Munsey Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

A. National Association of Mutual Savings 
Banks, 200 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $2,017.04. E. (9) $2,017.04. 

A. National Association of Plumbing-Heat
ing-Cooling Contractors, 1016 20th Street, 

. Washington, D.C. 

A. National Association of Postal Super
visors, Post Office Box 1924, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $20,000. E. (9) $8,687.58. 

A. National Association of Soil & Water 
Conservation Districts, League City, Tex. 

D. (6) $1,337.10. E. (9) $586.57. 

A. National Association of Travel Organi
zations, 900 17th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $23,618.21. E. (9) $682.50. 

A. National Audio-Visual Association, Inc., 
3150 Spring Street, Fairfax, Va. 

E. (9) $2,666.81. 

A. National Automobile Dealers Associa
tion, 2000 K Street NW., Washington, D.C; 

D. (6) $18,367.25. E. (9) $18,367.25. 

A. National Broiler Council, 1155 15th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $525. E. (9) $525. 

A. National Canners Association, 1133 20th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $489,074.47. E. (9) $13,185.35. 

A. National Committee To Abolish HUAC, 
655 North Western Avenue, Los Angeles, 
Calif. 

D. (6) $1,215.20. E. (9) $1,215.20. 

A. National Committee for International 
Development, 1762 Church Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $8,516.32. 

A. National Coal Policy Conference, Inc., 
'1000 16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $5,639.34. 

A. National Conference of Non-Profit 
Shipping Ass~iations, Inc., 26 Auburn 
Avenue, Atlanta, Ga. 

A. National Congress of Parents & Teach
ers, 700 North Rush Street, Chicago, Ill. 

A. National Cotton Compress & Cotton 
Warehouse Association, 1085 Shrine Build-' 
ing, Memphis, Tenn. 

A. National Cotton Council of America, 
Post Office Box 12285, Memphis, Tenn. 

D. (6) $18,896.54. E. (9) $18,896.54. 

A. National Council of Agricultural Em
ployers, 620 Southern Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $2,285.60. E. (9) $2,285.60. 

A. National Council of Farmer Coopera
tives, 1200 17th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $5,086.25. E. (9) $6,805.51. 

A. National Council, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, 3027 North Broad 
Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 

E. (9) $152.25. 

A. National Council of Naval Air Stations 
Employee Organizations, 239 Beach Road, 
Alameda, Calif. 

A. National Council of Technical Service 
Industries, 888 17th Street NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $420.02. E. (9) $546.41. 

A. National Electrical Contractors Associa
tion, Inc., 1200 18th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. National Electrical Manufacturers As
sociation, 155 East '44th Street, New York, 
N.Y. 

A. National Farmers Organization, Corn
ing, Iowa. 

E. (9) $7,231.02. 

A. National Fisheries Institute, Inc., 1614 
20th Street NW., Washington, D.C. · 

A. National Forest Products Association, 
1619 Massachusetts Avenue NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $986.45. E. (9) $1,081.06. 

A. National Housing Conference, Inc., 
1250 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C, 

D. (6) $8,471.92. E. (9) $26,117.7.1. · 

A. National Independent Dairies Associa
tion, 1735 K Street NW., Washington, D.c: 

E. (9) $39.06. 

A. National League of Insured Savings 
Associations, 1200 17th Street NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $10,166.42. E. (9) $4,208.38. 

A. National Limestone Institute, Inc., 702 
H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,869.50. E. (9) $1,869.50. 

A. National Livestock Feeders Association, 
309 Livestock Exchange Building, Omaha, 
Nebr. 

D. (6) $6,500. E. (9) $6,500. 

A. National Milk Producers Federation, 30 
F Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $11,340.47. E. (9) $11,340.47. 

A. National Multiple Sclerosis Society, 257 
Park Avenue South, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $1,072.40. 

A. National . Oil Jobbers Council, 1001 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $1,680. 

A. National Preservers Association, 25 East 
Chestnut street, Chicago, Ill. 

A. National Retail Furniture Association. 
1150 Merchandise Mart, Chicago, Ill. 

A. National Retail Merchants Assoc:lation, 
100 West 31st Street, New York, N.Y. · 

E. (9) $5,166.59. 

A. National Right To Work Committee, 
1900 L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. National Rural Electric Cooperative As
sociation, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

E. (9) $1,651. 

A. National Society of Professional Engi
neers, 2029 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $149,704. E. (9) $2,490 . . 

A. National Tax Equality Association, Inc., 
1000 Connecticut Avenue Building, Washing-
ton, D.C. . 

D. (6) $10,025.05. E. (9) $7,777.69 .. 

A. National Tire Dealers & Retreaders As
sociation, 1343 · ~ S~reet NW., Washington; 
D.C. • , ·· 

D. (6) $509.50 . . E. (9) $509.50. 

A. National Utility Contractors .Assoct!lltion, 
Inc., 815 15th Stroot NW., Waahing'tlon, D.C. 

D. (6) $6,650. 

A. Nation-Wide Committee on Import-Ex
port Policy, 815 15th street. NW., Wa&hington, 
D.C. 
. D. (6) $4,225. E. (9) $6,787.53. 

A. Robert R. Neal, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washington-, D.C. 

B. Health Insurance Association of Ameri
ca, 1701 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Alan M. Nedry, 888 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. · 

B. Southern California Edison Co., Post 
Office Box 351, LoS Angeles, Calif. 

D. (6) $2,500. E. (9) $2,21S.07. 

A. Samuel .E. Neel, 1707 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. , 

B. Mortgage Bankers Association of Amer
ica, 111 West Washington Street, Chicago, 
Ill. 

D. (6) $3,750. E. (9) $3,83·2. 

A. New England Shoe & Leather ,Associa
tion, 210 Lincoln _street, Boston, l'-{ass. 

D. (6) $503.43. 'E. (9) $503.43.' 

. A. Sarah H. New,man, 1029 Vermont Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Consumers League, 1029 Ver
mont Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,650. 

A. George L. Nichols . . 
B. National Association of Retired Civil 

Employees, 1909 Q Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $141.60. 

A. Patrick J. Nilan, 817 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. United Federation of Postal Clerks, 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $5,000.06. E. (9) $791.10. 

A. Stanley D. Noble, Munsey Building, 
Washington, D.C. · 

B. Council of Profit Sharing Industries, 
Munsey Building, Washington, D.C. 

A. Charles M. Noone, 410 Ring Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Small Business 
Investment Companies, 537 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $646.18. 

A. Joseph A. Noone, 1155 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Agricultural Chemicals Asso
ciation, 1155 15th Street NW., Washington. 
D.C. 

A. 0. L. Norman, 1200 18th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. · 

B. National Association of Electric Com
panies, 1200 18th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,125. E. (9) $117.66. 

A. Robert H. North, 1105 Barr Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Association of Ice Cream 
Manufacturers & Milk Industry Foundation, 
1105 Barr Building, Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $509.70. 

A. North Carolina Railroad Association, 
Post omce Box 2635, Raleigh, N.C. 

D. (6) $2,722.41. E. (9) $973.97. 

A. Harry E. Northam, 185 North Wabash 
Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

B. Association of American Physicians & 
Surgeons, Inc., 185 North Wabash Avenue, 
Chicago, Dl. 
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A. Graham T. Northup, 1707 H Street NW., 

Washington, D.C. 
B. Mortgage Bankers Association of Amer

ica, 111 West Washington Street, Chicago, Ill. 
D. (6) $5,300. E. (9) $6,268. 

A. E. M. Norton, 30 F Street NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

B. National Milk Producers Federation, 30 
F Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $300. E. (9) $148.15. 

A. Michael J. Norton, 30 F Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Milk Producers Federation, 30 
F Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $200. E. (9) $220.45. 

A. Ira H. Nuna, 1155 15th Street NW ., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Restaurant Association, 1155 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C., and 1530 
North Lake Shore Drive, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $2,500. E. (9) $250. 

A. Seward P. Nyman, 330116th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Podiatry Association, 3301 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $650. E. (9) $650. 

A. Richard T. O'Connell, 1200 17th Street 
NW., Washington, D .C. 

B. National Council of Farmer Coopera
tives, 1200 17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,225.02. E. (9} $204.09. 

A. William B. O'Connell, 400 First Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Railroad Signalmen, 
2247 West Lawrence Avenue, Chicago, III. 

D. (6) $600. 

A. O'Connor, Green, Thomas, Walters & 
Kelly, 508 Federal Bar Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

B. American Transit Association, 815 Con
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $22,500. E. (9) $424.49. 

A. O'Connor, Green, Thomas, Walters & 
Kelly, 508 Federal Bar Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Committee for Government of the Peo
ple, 733 15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $7,500. E. (9} $467.37. 

A. O'Connor, Green, Thomas, Walters & 
Kelly, 508 Federal Bar Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Upper Mississippi Towing Corp., 7703 
Normandale Road, Minneapolis, Minn. 

D. (6) $2,500. E. (9) $151.91. 

A. John B. O'Day, 11 East Adams Street, 
Chicago, III. 

B. Insurance Economics Society of Amer
ica, 11 East Adams Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $5,370.50. 

A. John A. O'Donnell, 1616 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. · 

B. American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D .C. 

D. (6) $1,200. 

A. Jane O'Grady, 815 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Amalgamated Clothing Workers of 
America, 15 Union Square, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,885. E. (9) $320.16. 

A. Richard C. O'Hare and James H. Rowe, 
Jr., 1120 Investment Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Harness Tracks of America, 333 North 
Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

A. The Ohio Railroad Association, 16 East 
Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio. 

E. (9) $1,733.23. 

A. Alvin E. Oliver, 400 Folger Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Grain & Feed Dealers National Associa· 
tion, 400 Folger Build4lg, Washington, D.C. 

A. Samuel Omasta, 702 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Limestone Institute, Inc., 702 
H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $21.75. 

A. Order of Railway Conductors and 
Brakemen, O.R.C. & B. Building, Cedar 
Rapids, Iowa. 

E.' (9) $6,368.59. 

A. Organization of Professional Employees 
of the u.s. Department of Agriculture, Post 
Office Box 381, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $373.80. E. (9) $1,461.25. 

A. Morris E. Osburn, Central Trust Bui'ld
ing, Jefferson City, Mo. 

B. Missouri Railroad Committee. 

A. Kermit Overby, 2000 Florida Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative 
Association, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $150. 

A. John A. Overholt, 10400 Connecticut 
Avenue, Kensington, Md. 

B. National Association of Retired Civil 
Employees, 1909 Q Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $1,480.78. 

A . . Raymond S. Page, Jr., Mill Creek Ter
race, Gladwyne, Pa. 

B. Campbell Soup Co., 37·5 Memorial Ave
nue, Camden, N.J. 

A. Walter Page, Box 128, Cazenovia, N.Y. 

A. J. D. Pare!, 244 Transportation Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of American Railroads, 
Transportation Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $271.51. E. (9) $262.10. 

A. James D. Parriott, Jr., 539 South Main 
Street, Findlay, Ohio. 

B. Marathon· Oil Oo., 539 South Main 
Street, Findlay, Ohio. 

A. Robert D. Partridge, 2000 Florida Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative As
sociation, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash· 
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $330. 

A. James G. Patton. 
B. The Farmers' Educational and Co

Operative Union of America (National 
Farmers Union), 1575 Sherman Street Denver, 
Colo., and 1012 14th Street NW., Washington, 
D.O. 

E. (9) $124.90. 

A. Lynn C. Paulson, 1735 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Independent Dairies Associa
tion, 1735 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $126. 

A. Philip C. Pendleton, Second Street Pike, 
Bryn Athyn, Pa. 

.B. Charitable Contributors Association, 
100 Old York Road, Jenkintown, Pa. 

A. Philip C. Pendleton, Second Street Pike, 
Bryn Athyn, Pa. 

B. Family Tax Association, 100 Old York 
Road, Jenkintown, Pa. 

D. (6) $100. 

A. Phlllp c. Pendleton, Second Street Pike, 
Bryn Athyn, Pa. 

.•. 

B. The Pitcairn Co., 100 West loth Street. 
Wilmington, Del. 

D. (6) $300. 

A. J. Carter Perkins, 1700 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Shell Oil Co., 50 West 5oth Street, New 
York, N.Y. 

. A. Brig. Gen. John L. Person, U.S. Army 
(retired), 1028 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rivers and Harbors Congress, 
1028 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D . . (6) $6,249.99. 

A. Peter J. Pest1llo, 1155 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Restaurant Association, 1155 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. and 1530 
North Lake Shore Drive, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $1,625. 

A. J. Hardin Peterson, Post Office Drawer 
BS, Lakeland, Fla. 

B. Florida Citrus Mutual, Lakeland, Fla. 
D. (6) $1,200. E. (9) $43.50. 

A. J. Hardin Peterson, Post Offi.ce Drawer 
BS, Lakeland, Fla. 

B. Florida ~ruit & Vegetable Association, 
Post Office Box 20155, Orlando, Fla. 

E. (9) $8.27. 

A. J. Hardin Peterson, Post OfH.ce Drawer 
BS, Lakeland, Fla. 

B. West Coast Inland Navigation Distric·t, 
Court House, Bradenton, Fla. 

D. (6} $600. E. (9) $28.50. 

A. Kenneth T. Peterson, 400 First Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Hotel and Restaurant Employees and 
Bartenders International Union, 6 East 
Fourth Street, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

D. (6) $2,499.99. 

A. Pharmaceutical Manufacturers Associa
tion, 1155 15th Street NW., Washington, D.O. 

E. (9) $18.65. 

A. John P. Philbin, 510 Shoreham Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Mobil 011 Corp., 150 East 42d Street, 
New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,125. E. (9) ' $161.13. 

A. Richard N. Phllleo, 1 Farragut Square 
South, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Medical Association, 535 North 
Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $1,350. E. (9) $49.10. 

A. Philipson, Lyon & Chase, Brewer Build· 
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. Recovery, Inc., 116 South Michigan Ave
nue, Chi-cago, Ill. 

D. (6) $4,ooo: · E. (9) $4,259.37. 

A. Tom Pickett, 944 Transportation Build
ing, Washington, -D.C. 

B. Association of American Railroads, 
Transportation Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $32.41. 

A. Bruce 0. Pike, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D .C. 

·B. Railway Labor Executives' Association, 
400 First Street NW ., Washington. D.C. 

D. (6) $75. 

A. James F. Pinkney, 1616 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,000. E. (9) $204.10. 

A. T. E. PiJlkston, 101 East High Street, 
Lexington, Ky. 

E. (9) $175.39. 
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A. James H. Pipkin, 1001 Connecticut Ave

nue NW., Wa·shington, D.C. 
B. Texaco Inc., 135 East 42d St., New York, 

N.Y. 
D. (6) $700. E. (9) $1,360. 

A. The Pitcairn Co., 100 West lOth Street, 
Wilmington, Del. 

E. (9) $300. 

A. Plains Cotton Growers. Inc., 1720 
Avenue M, Lubbock, Tex. 

D. (6) $33,994.41. E. (9) $1,350. 

A. James K. Polk, 522 Fifth Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 

B. Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, 
Inc., 4 Irving Place, New York, N.Y. 

A. John W. Pompe111, 1 Farragut Square 
South, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Medical Association, 535 
North Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $1,500. E. (9) $88.30. 

A. Robert R. Poston, 908 Colorado Building, 
Wa·shington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Mutual Savings 
Banks, 200 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $900. E. (9) $202.32. 

A. Ramsay D. Potts, 910 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Investment Company Institute, 61 
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,666. E. (9) $46.16. 

A. W1lliam J. Potts, Jr., 1735 DeSales Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Association on Broadcasting Standards, 
Inc., 1741 DeSales Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. Richard M. PowelJ, 1210 Tower Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Refrigerated 
Warehouses, 1210 Tower Building, Washing
ton, D.C. 

A. Thomas W. Power, 1414 I Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Restaurant Institute, 1414 I 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $490.21. 

A. Gravdon R. Powers, Jr., 1735 DeSales 
street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $36.25. 

A. Marvin J. Powers, 1629 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Industrial Bankers Associa
tion, 1629 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $150. 

A. William C. Prather, 221 North La Salle 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 

B. United. States Savings & Loan League, 
221 North La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $400. E. (9) $171.03. 

A. William H. Press, 1616 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $7,500. 

A. Forrest J. Prettyman, 730 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of Registered Bank Hold
ing Companies, 730 15th Street NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $150. E. (9) $15. 

A. Earle W. Putnam, 5025 Wisconsin Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Amalgamated Transit Union, 5025 Wis
consin Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. W1lliam A. Quinlan, 1317 F Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,167.35. E. (9) $443.60. 

7 . 

A. Luke C. Quinn, Jr., 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Cancer Society, The Arthritis 
Foundation, National Multiple Sclerosis So
ciety, and United Cerebral Palsy Association, 
all New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $8,449.97. E. (9) $7,908.93. 

A. James H. Rademacher, 100 Indiana Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Letter Car
riers, 100 Indiana Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

i:>. (6) $2,500. 

A. Alex Radin, 919 18th Street NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

B. American Public Power Association, 919 
18th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $222.20. 

A. Edward F. Ragland, 6917 Marbury Road, 
Bethesda; Md. 

B. The Tobacco Institute, Inc., 1735 :K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Railway Labor Executives' Association, 
400 First Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Railway Progress Institute, 38 South 
Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $136.78. E. (9) $136.78. 

A. Alan T. Rains, 777 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. · 

B. United Fresh Fruit & Vegetable Associa
tion, 777 14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Carl R. Ramsey, 239 Beach Road, Ala
meda, Calif. 

B. National Council of Naval Air Stations 
Employee Organizations, 239 Beach Road, 
Alameda, Calif. · 

A. Donald J. Ramsey, 1625 I Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Silver Users Association, 1625 I Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $500. ~· (9) $91.86. 

A. James A. Ransford, 1701 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Tidewater 011 Co. 

A. Edward M. Raymond, 1200 17th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Council of Farmer Coopera
tives, 1200 17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,875.04. E. (9) $130.30. 

A. Sydney C. Reagan, 3840 Greenbrier 
Drive, Dallas, Tex. 

B. Southwestern Peanut Shellers Associa
tion, Drawer 747, Durant, Okla. 

D. (6) $150. E. (9) $11. 

A. Record Industry Association o! America, 
Inc., 1 East 57th Street, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $8,652.92. 

A. Otie M. Reed, 1107 19th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,150. E. (9) $1,555.05. 

A. W. 0. Reed, 6254 Woodland Drive, Dallas, 
Tex. 

B. Texas railroads. 
D. (6) $375. E : (9) $249.10. 

A. Lawrence D. Reedy, 200 Park Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

B. Ametican Association o! Advertising 
Agencies, Inc., 200 Park Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

E. (9) $234.25. 

A. R. Peter Regalado, 2519 Southern 
Avenue SE., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,684. E. (9) $704.99. 

A. George L. Reid, Jr., 1616 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $799.98. E. (9) $269.74. 

A. Robert E. Reiser, 6649 Holland Street, 
McLean, Va. 

B. National Association of Plumbing-Heat
ing-Cooling Contractors, 1016 20th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Retired Officers Association, 1625 I 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $105,882.82. 

"A. Retired Officers Tax Credit Committee, 
Post Office Box 1965, Annapolis, Md. 

D . (6) $1,409.50. E. (9) $1,708.38. 

A. Retirement Federation of Civil Service 
Employees of the u.s. Government, 900 P 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $6,987.80. E. (9) $9,067.81. 

A. Theron J. Rice, 1710 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Continental 011 Co., 30 Rockefeller 
Plaza, New York, N.Y. 

A. James W. Richards, 1000 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Standard Oil Co. (Indiana), 910 South 
Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $1,133.34. E. (9) $20.96. 

A. Dorsey Richardson, 61 Broadway, New 
York, N.Y. 

B. Investment Company Institute, 61 
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

A. Harry H. Richardson, 335 Austin Street, 
Bogalusa, La. 

B. Louisiana railroads. 
D. (6) $32.50. E. (9) $123.38. 

A. James W. Riddell, 723 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Air Transport Association, Washington, 
D.C. 

A. James W. Riddell, 723 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. C.I.T. Financial Corp., 650 Madison 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Earl F. Rieger, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. W1lliam C. Doherty & Associates, 400 
First Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Siert F. Riepma, Munsey Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

A. William Neale Roach, 1616 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,200. 

A. WUliam Neale Roach, 1700 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. International Armament Corp., 10 
Prince Street, Alexandria, Va. 

D. (6) $1,500. 

A. Paul H. Robbins, 2029 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Society o! Professional En
gineers, 2029 K street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $250. 

A. Roberts & Holland, 405 Lexington Ave
nue, New York, N.Y. 

B. Furman-Wolfson Oorp., 1440 Broadway 
New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,225. E. (9) $10. 

A. RobertB & Holland, 405 Lexington Ave
nue, New York, N.Y. 

r 1 
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B. Garden Bay Manor, Inc., 22 West 48th 

Street, New York, N.Y. 
E. (9) $10. . . 

A. Austin L. Roberts, Jr., 918 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Independent Natural Gas Association of 
America, 918 16th Street NW_., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $875. 

A. Clyde F. Roberts, Jr., 918 16th Street 
-NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Kenneth A. Roberts, 423 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

· B. American· Optometric Association, care 
of Dr. Melvin D. Wolfberg, 100 West Pine 
Street, Selinsgrove, Pa. 

D. (6) $1,000. 

A. Kenneth A. Roberts, 423 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Podiatry Association, 3301 
· 16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,200. 

~ A. Kenneth A. Roberts, 423 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Animal Health Institute, care of Robert 
Brouse, 1030 15th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $3,000. 

. A. Stephen Philip Robin, 1000 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. International Public Relations Co., Ltd. 
(New York), doing business as Japan Steel 
Information Center, 230 Park Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $325. E. (9) $184. 

A. Charles A. Robinson, Jr., 2000 Florida 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative As
sociation, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

' D. (6) $183. 

A. James A. Rock, 425 13th Street NW ., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Fann Bureau Federation, 1000 
Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $150. E. (9) $1.41. 

A. Donald L. Rogers, 730 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of Registered Bank Holding 
Cos., 730 15th Street NW ., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $437.50. 

A. Frank W. Rogers, 1700 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Western Oil & Gas Association, 609 
South Grand Avenue, Los Angeles, Calif. 
· D. (6) $526. 

A. Royall, Koegel & Rogers, 1730 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Ad Hoc Committee of Publishing Com
panies, 60-62 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $1.32. 

A. Royall, Koegel & Rogers, 1730 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Pinkerton's Inc., 154 Nassau Street, New 
York, N.Y. 

A. Royall, Koegel & Rogers, 200 Park Ave
nue, New York, N.Y., and 1730 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Power Authority of the State of New 
York, 10 Columbus Circle, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $340.57. 

A. Rubenstein, Wolfson & Co., Inc., 230 
Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

B. National Independent Coal Operators 
Association, Pikeville, Ky. 

A. John Forney Rudy, 902 Ring Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Co., Akron, 
Ohio. 

A. Albert R. Russell, 1918 North Parkway, 
Memphis, Tenn. 

B. National Cotton Council of America, 
Post Office Box 12285, Memphis, Tenn. 

D. (6) $1,425. E. (9) $473.57. 

A. J. T. Rutherford, 1616 P Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Trucking Associations, Inc., 
1616 P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,200. E. (9) $426.08. 

A. Wllliam H. Ryan, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. District No. 44, !.A.M. and AW, 400 
First Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,749.98. E. (9) $603.29. 

A. Francis J. Ryley, 519 Title & Trust 
Building, Phoenix, Ariz. 

B. Standard Oil Co. of Callfornla, San 
Francisco; et al. 

A. Robert A. Saltzstein, 1300 Wyatt Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Business Press, Inc., 200 East 
42d Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $3,125. E. (9) $1 ,489.45. 

A. Arthur A. Sand\lSky, 1000 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Ooal Policy Conference, Inc., 
1000 16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,750. 

A. Satterlee, Warfield & Stephens, 277 Park 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

B. American Nurses' Association, 10 Co
lumbus Circle, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $500. 

A. William H. Scheick, 1735 New York Ave
nue, Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Institute of Architects, 
1735 New York Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $500. 

A. Leslie J. Schmidt Associates, 1341 0 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Beer Wholesalers' Association 
of America, 6310 North Cicero Avenue, Chi
cago, Ill. 

D. (6) $200. E. (9) $48.50. 

A. C. Herschel Schooley, 815 15th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Independent Bankers Association of 
America, Sauk Centre, Minn. 

D. (6) $4,000. E. (9) $3,067.95. 

A. Hllliard Schulberg, 1900 L Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Washington, D.C., Retail Liquor Dealers 
Association, Inc., 1900 L Street NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

E. (9) $89.59. 

A. Durward Seals, 777 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. United Fresh Fruit & Vegetable Associa
tion, 777 14th Street NW., Washington, D~C. 

A. Hollis M. Seavey, 1771 N Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Broadcasters, 
1771 N Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Ashley Sellers, Sellers, Conner & Cuneo, 
1625 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. General Time Corp., 355 Lexington Ave
nue, New York, N.Y. 

E. (9) $150. 

A. Seventeen Eighty Nine, Inc., 1226 36th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $41. 

A. Leo Seybold, 1000 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Air Transport Association of America, 
1000 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washing
ton,D.C. 

D. (6) $1,125. E. (9) $221.45. 

A. Alvin Shapiro, 919 18th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Merchant Marine Institute, 
Inc., 919 18.th Street NW., Washington, D.C.: 
11 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,800. E. (9) $243.60. 

A. David C. Sharman, 1026 17th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Optometric Association, Inc., 
100 West Pine Street, Sellnsgrove, Pa. 

D. (6) $1,093.75. E. (9) $528.62. 

A. Shaw, Pittman, Potts, Trowbridge & 
Madden, 910 17th SU'eet NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. League of Americans Residing Abroad, 
910 17th street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. A. Manning Shaw, 1625 I Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. · 

B. Brown, Lund & Levin, 1625 I Street NW., 
Washington, D.C . 

D. (6) $968. 

A. Arnold F. Shaw, 503 D Street NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

B. Com11Je de Productores De Azucar, Lima, 
Peru. 

A. Carroll M. Shaw, 6326 Southcrest Drive, 
Shreveport, La. 

B. Amalgamated Trans1Jt Union, .AFir-CIO, 
5025 Wisconsin Avenue NW., Washingrton, 
D.C. 

A. Kenneth D. Sh-aw, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Ralllway and steattlship 
Clerks, 1015 Vine street, Cinclnnati, Ohio. 

D. (6) $474.99. 

A. Ira Shesser, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., 
·washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative As
sociation, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

A. Max Shine, 900 F Street NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Technical En
gineers, 900 F Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) .$992.50. E. (9) $20. 

A. Alvin W. Shoemaker, 425 13th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Investment Bankers Association of 
America, 425 13th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $500. E. (9) $594.41. 

A. George Shutr, 1121 Nashville Trust 
Building, Nashville, Tenn. 

B. Class I Railroads in Tennessee. 

A. Charles B. Shum.a.n, Merchandise Mart 
Plaza, Chicago, ID. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation, 
Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, Til. 

D. (6) $800. 

A. Sidley, Austin, Burgess & Smi·th, 1625 I 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Inland Steel Co., 30 West Monroe 
street, Ch1oago, Ill. 

A. John SUard, 1625 K street NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 
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B. Oouncil for a Livable World, 1346 ·aon

necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 
D. (6) $500. E. (9) $95.05. 

A. Silver Users Association, 1625 I Stroot 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $747. E . (9) $1,480.33. 

A. Gerald A. Simmons, 425 13th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Farm. Bureau Federation, 
1000 Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, Dl. 

D. (6) $1,437.50. E. (9) $54.85. 

A. Six Agency Committee, 909 South 
Broadway, Los Angeles, Calif. 

D. {6) $10,800. E. (9) $6,115. 

A. Harold S. Skinner, 30 Rockefeller Plaza., 
New York, N.Y. 

B. ContinentaJ. Oil Oo. 

A. Carstens Slack, 1625 I Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Ph1111ps Petroleum Oo., Bartlesv1lle, 
Okla. 

A. Harold Slater, 1 Farragut Square South, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Medical Association, 535 
North Dearborn Street, Chicago, Dl. 

D. (6) $1,462.50. E. {9) $30.14. 

A. Stephen Slipher, 812 Pennsylvania 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. United States Savings & Loan League, 
221 North LaSalle Street, Chicago, DL 

D. (6) $3,125. E. (9) $27. 

A. T. W. Smiley, 135 East 11th Place, Chi
cago, Ill. 

B. Illinois Railroad Association, 135 East 
11th Place, Chicago, Dl. 

E. (9) $1,663.37. 

A. Smith & Pepper, 1101 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Dudley Smith, 732 Shoreham Building, 
Washin.gton, D.C. 

B. Association of Sugar Producers of 
Puerto Rico, 732 Shoreham Building, Wash
ington, D.C. 

A. E. Stratford Smith, 1101 17th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Smith & Pepper, 1101 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Frank Kingston Smith, 1346 Connecti
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Aviation Trades Association. 
D. (6) $937.50. 

A. Harold Arden Smith, 605 West Olympic 
Boulevard, Los Angeles, Calif. 

B. Standard Oil 'Co. of Ca}ffornia, 225 
Bush Street, San. Francisco, Calif. 

D. (6) $200. E. (9) $75. 

A. Irvin A. Smith, 418 East Rosser Avenue, 
Box 938, Bismarck, N. Dak. 

E. (9) $496.91. 

A. Milan D. Smith, 1133 20th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Canners Association, 1133 20th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Robert B. Smith, 121 Second Street NE., 
Washington, D.C. 

. B. National Rural Electric Cooperative As
sociation, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Washing. 
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $150. 

A. Wallace M. Smith, 829 Pennsylvania 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Mutual Insurance Alliance, 
20 North Wacker Drive, Chicago, Ill. 

E. (9) $223.92. 

A. Wayne H. Smithey, 815 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Ford Motor Co., Dearborn, Mich. 
D. (6) $1,598. E. (9) $829. 

A. Lyle 0. Snader, 244 Transportation 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of American Railroads, 
Transportation Building, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $390.34. E. (9) $242. 

A. Frank B. Snodgrass, 1726 M Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. · 

B . Burley & Dark Leaf Tobacco Export 
Association, Post Office Box 860, Lexington, 
K~ . 

D. {6) $375. E. (9) $383.76. 

A. Edward F. Snyder, 245 Second Street 
NE., Washington, D.C. 

B. Friends Committee on National Legis
lation, 245 Second street NE., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $2,423. 

A. J . R. Snyder, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen. 

A. Society for Animal Protective Legisla..; 
tion, Post Office Box 3719, Georgetown Sta
tion, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $2,205.55. E. {9) $10,453.52. 

A. J. P. Sommer, 31 Lafayette Avenue, 
Brooklyn, N.Y. 

B. National Columbus Day Committee, 
1616 Rhode Island Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. ' 

D. (6) $660. E. (9) , $394.70. 

A. W. Byron Sorrell, 1750 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Mobilhome Dealers National . Associa
tion, 39 South LaSalle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $2,025. E. (9) $513.97. 

A. South Potomac Citizens' Crisis Com
mittee, 8701 Riverview Road, Oxon Hill, Md. 

D. (6) $827. E. (9) $499.13. 

A. Southern States Industrial Council, 
1103-1111 Stahlman Building, Nashville, 
Tenn. 

D. (6) $26,708.21. E. (9) $5,385.79. 

A. William W. Spear, 214 Fremont Na
tional Bank Bullding, Fremont, Nebr. 

D. {6) $729.17. E. (9) $11.89. 

A. John F. Speer, Jr., 1105 Barr Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Association of Ice Cream 
Manufacturers & Milk Industry Foundation, 
1105 Barr Building, Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $431.27. 

A. Melvin L. Stark, 837 Washington Build-
ing, Washington, D.C. . 

B. American Insurance Association, 110 
William Street, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,400. E. (9) .$35. 

A. Russell M. Stephens, 900 F Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Technical En
gineers, 900 F Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $240. E. (9) $20. 

A. Steptoe & Johnson, 1250 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C . 

B. International Telephone & Telegraph 
Corp., 320 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $60. E. (9) $1.50. 

A. Eugene L. Stewart, Esq., 1001 Connect
icut Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. American , An111ne Products, Inc., 25 
McLean Boulevard, Paterson, N.J. 

E. (9) $22.25. 

A. Eugene L. Stewart, Esq., 1001 Connect
icut Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. Seventeen Eighty Nine, Inc., 1226 36tb 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E : (9) $1. 

A. Stitt & Hemmendinger, 1000 Connect
icut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Association To Acquire Compensation 
for Damages Prior to Peace Treaty, Naha~ 
Okinawa. 

E. (9) $100. 

A. Stitt & Hemmendinger, 1000 Con
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Japan General Merchandise Exporters. 
A.ssociation and Japan Rubber Footwear 
Manufacturers' Association of Tokyo, Japan.. 

E. (9) $200. 

A. Stitt & Hemmendinger, 1000 Con
necicut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Japan General Merchandise Exporters• 
Association, No. 2, 3-chome, Nihonbasht, 
Muromachi, Chuo-ku, Tokyo, J&pan. 

A. Stitt & Hemmendinger, 1000 Con
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Unlone Industriale Prato, Prato, Italy; 
American Textile Importers Association, New 
York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $1,000. 

A. Sterling F. Stoudenmire, Jr., 61 St. 
Joseph Street, Mobile, Ala. 

B. Waterman Steamship Corp., 61 St. 
Joseph Street, Moblle, Ala. 

A. Francis W. stover, 200 Maryland Ave
nue NE., Washington, D.C. 

B. Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United 
States. 

D. (6) $3,7•50. E. (9) $248.49. 

A. 0. R. Strackbein, 815 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. International Allied Printing Trade& 
Association, 10 South LaSalle Street, 
Chicago, Til. 

D. (6) $625. 

A. Ronnie J. Straw, 2000 Florida Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. llational Rural Electric Cooperative As
Sociation, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

A. Herald E. Stringer, 1608 K Street NW.~ 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The American Legion, 700 North Penn
sylvania Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 

D. (6) $4,624.98. E. (9) $269.55. 

A. Norm.an Strunk, 221 North LaSalle 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 

B. United States Savings & Loan League. 
221 North LaSalle Street, Chicago, Dl. 

D. (6) $1,875. E. (9) $694.65. 

A. Frank L. Sundstrom, 1290 Avenue of 
the Americ!lis, New York, N.Y. 

B. Schenley Industries, Inc., 1290 Avenue 
of the Americas, New York, N.Y. 

A. Surrey, Karasik, GoUld & Greene, 
Woodward Bui'lding, Washington, D.C. 

B. Estate of Walter H. Duisberg, 231 South 
Dwight Place, Englewood, N.J. 

A. C. Austin Sutherland, 1616 P Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Tank Truck Carriers, Inc., 1616 
P Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Noble J. SWearingen, 224 East Qapltol 
Street, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Tuberculosis Association, 1790 
Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $400. E. {9) $33.75. 
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_ A. Ralph L. Tabor, 1712 G Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. . 

B. American Automobile Association, 1712 
G Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Charles P. Taft, 1028 Connecticut Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Legislative Committee, Committee for 
a National Trade Policy, Inc., 1028 Connecti
~ut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. C. M. Tarr, 1909 Q Street NW., Wash
ington, D.C. · 

B. National Association of Retired Civil 
Employees, 1909 Q Street NW ., washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $2,188.76. E. (9) $180. 

A. Warren G. Taylor, 605 Central Trust 
Building, Jefferson City, Mo. 

B. Missouri Railroad _Committee, 605 Cen
tral Trust Building, Jefferson City, Mo. 

A. Craig L. Thomas, 425 13th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation, 
1000 Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, Dl. 

D. (6) $1,712.50. E. (9) $34.70. 

A. Wm. B. Thompson, Jr., 244 Transporta
tion Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Association of American Railroads, 
Transportation Building, Washington, ·D.C. 

D. (6) $365.66. E. (9) $269. 

A. William H. Tinney, 1223 Pennsylvania 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. The Pennsylvania Railroad Co., 6 Penn 
Center Plaza, Philadelphia, Pa. 

A. E. Linwood Tipton, 1105 Barr Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

• " B. International Association of Ice Cream 
Manufacturers & Milk Industry Foundation, 
1105 Barr Building, Washington, D.C. 

A. M. D. Tisdale, 2355 Alameda Street, 
Vallejo, Calif. 

B. Armed Services Committee, Vallejo 
Chamber of Commerce. 

D. (6) $147.50. E. (9) $137.63. 

A. Tobacco Associates, Inc., · 1101 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $1,419. 

A. H. Wlllis Tobler, 30 F Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,125. E. (9) $207.56. 

A. John H. Todd, Post Office Box 23, 1085 
Shrine Building, Memphis, Tenn. 

B. National Cotton Compress & Cotton 
Warehouse Association, 1085 Shrine Build
ing, Memphis, Tenn. 

A. David R. Toll, 1200 18th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Electric Com
panies, 1200 18th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $675. E. (9) 30.52. 

A. Townsend Plan, Inc., 808 North Capitol 
Street, Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $4,676.43. E. (9) $1,625. 

A. F. Gerald Toye, 777 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. General Electric Co., 570 Lexington 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $400. E. (9) $67.75. 

A. Matt Triggs, 425 13th Street NW., 
Washington, DC. 

B. American Farm Bureau Federation, 
1000 Merchandise Mart Plaza, Chicago, Dl. 

D. (6) $2,000. E. (9) $36.75. 

A. Glenwood S. Troop, Jr., 812 Pennsyl
Vt;mia. Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. United States Savings & Loan League, 
221 North LaSalle Street, Chicago, Dl. 

D. (6) $2,107.50. E. (9) $92.50. 

. A. Galen Douglas Trussell, 918 16th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Dick Tullis, 307 Maple Terrace, Dallas, 
Tex. 

B. Superior Oil Co., Houston, Tex., and 
Los Angeles, Calif. 

E. (9) $450. 

. A. Joseph P. Tumulty, Jr., 1317 F Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Estate of Harry S. Leyman, Deceased, 
care of Frost & Jacobs, 2310 Central Trust, 
Cincinnati, Ohio. 

D. (6) $12,000. 

A. John W. Turner, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, "D.C. . 

B. Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
B. of L.E. Building, Cleveland, Ohio. 

A. William S. Tyson, 821 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Western Range Association, Suite H, 
375 North Fulton Street, Fresno, Calif. 

E. (9) $.105.40. 

A. Sherman Unger, 2300 Central Trust 
Tower, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

B. Estate of Harry s. Leyman, Deceased, 
care of Frost & Jacobs, 2301 Central Trust 
Tower, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

A. Union Producing co:; 1525 Fairfield 
Avenue, Shreveport, La., and United Gas Pipe 
Line Co., 1525 Fairfield Avenue, Shreveport, 
La. 

E. (9) $989.60. 

A. United Federation of Postal Clerks, 817 
14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $395,239.17. E. (9) $98,756. 

A. United States Savings & Loan League, 
221 North LaSalle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

E. (9) $34,446.26. 

A. Theodore A. Vanderzyde, 400 First 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. District No. 44, IAM/AW, AFL-CIO, 400 
First Street NW., Washington, D.C . . 

D. (6) $3,250. E. (9) $133.15. 

A. George C. Van Nostrand, 1010 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Eaton, Yale & Towne, Inc., 100 Erieview 
Plaza, Cleveland, Ohio. 

A. Mrs. Lois W. Van Valkenburgh, 1673 
Preston Road, Alexandria, Va. 

B. Citizens Committee for UNICEF, 20 E 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $174. E. (9) $4.50. 

A. Richard E. Vernor, 1701 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American IAfe Convention, 211 East 
Chicago Avenue, Chicago, lll. 

D. (6) $79. E. (9) $19. 

A. L. T. Vice, 1700 K Street NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. • 

B. Standard Oil Co. of California, 1700 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

E. (9) $175. 

A. The Voice of the People in Action (The 
Society of the People, Inc.), 621 Sheridan 
Street, Ch1llum., Md. 

B. Dr. Russell Forrest Egner. 
D. (6) $15. E. (9) $16.69. 

A. E. R. Wagner, 888 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Council of Technical Service 
Industries, 888 17th Street NW, Washing
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $161.55. E. (9) $64.69 . 

A. Thomas G. Walters, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Government 
Employees, 400 First Street NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,000. E. (9) $1,155.72. 

A. William A. Walton, 820 Quincy Street, 
Topeka, Kans. 

B. Kansas Railroad Committee, 820 Quincy 
Street, Topeka, Kans. 

A. Washington Home Rule Committee, 924 
14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $300.45. E. (9) $1,775.94. 

A. Jeremiah C. Waterman, 205 Transporta
tion Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Southern Pacific Co., 205 Tra.I;lSporta
tion Build~ng. Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $500. ·E. (9) $100. 

A. Waterways Bulk Transportation Coun
cll, Inc., 10 East 40th Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. Weaver, Glassie & Molloy, 1527 New 
Hampshire Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Eastern Meat Packers Association, Inc., 
1820 Massachusetts Avenue NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. · 

D. (6) $5. E. (9) $2.19. 

A. Weaver, Glassie & Molloy, 1527 New 
Hampshire Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. E. Leitz, Inc., 468 Park Avenue South, 
N.:ew York, N.Y. 

D. (6) $3,664.30. E. (9) $385.82~ 

A. Weaver, Glassie & Molloy, 1527 New 
Hampshire Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The National Independent Meat Pack
ers Association, 1820 Massachusetts Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $225. E. (9) $13.57. 

A. E. E. Webster, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Brotherhood of Maintenance of Way 
Employes, . 12050 Woodward Avenue, Detroit, 
Mich. 

D. (6) $3,786.80. 

A. E. Jerome Webster, Jr. 
B. National Association of Frozen Food 

Packers, 919 18th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

D. (6) $100. 

A. Clarence M. Weiner, 350 Fifth Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

B. Cigar Manufacturers Association of 
·America, Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $6,461.52. E. (9) $316.28. 

A. Clarence M. Weiner, 350 Fifth Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 

B. Cigar · Manufacturers Association of 
America, Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

D. (6) $6,461.52. 

A. Joseph E. Welch, 1630 Locust Street, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

B. Welllngton Management Co., 1630 
Locust Street, Philadelphia., Pa. 

A. Wenchel, Schulman & Manning, 1625 
K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Michael Ladney, Jr., 18125 East Ten 
Mile Road, East Detroit, Mich., and C. 
Burcham Budd, 2700 Republic National Bank 
Building, Dallas, Tex. · 

D. (6) $10,000. E. (9) $5,090.99. 
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A. West Coast Inland Navigation District, 

Court House, Bradenton, Fla. 
D. (6) $3.50. E. (9) $605.30. 

A. Don White, 3150 Spring Street, Fairfax, 
Va. · ' 

B. National Audio-Visual Association, Inc., 
3150 Spring Street, Fairfax, Va. 

D. (6) $881.25. E. (9) $302.03. 

A. Marc A. White, 888 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Securities Deal
ers, Inc. 

A. Donald S. Whyte, 1629 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Industrial Bankers Associa
tion, 1629 K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $450. 

A. Louis E. Whyte, 918 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Independent Natural Gas Association of 
America, 918 16th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

A. John W1llard, Box 1172, Helena, Mont. · 
B. Montana Railroad Association, Helena, 

Mont. 
D. (6) $150. E. (9) $258.62. 

A. Claude c. Wild, Jr., 1120 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Gulf 011 Corp, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
D. (6) $1,000. E. (9) $250. 

A. Robert E. Williams, 1000 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Air Transport Association of America, 
1000 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. ' 

D. (6) $950. E. (9) $491.70. 

A. Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering, 900 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee for Automobile Excise Tax 
Repeal, 900 17th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

E. (9) $4.98. 

A. Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering, 900 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Safety Administrative Committee of 
Automob11e Manufacturers Association, 320 
New Center Building, Detroit, Mich. 

E. (9) $536.64. 

A. Clark L. Wilson, 1145 19th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Consultant to the Lead-Zinc Producers 
Committee. 

D. (6) $450. E. (9) $198.5.6. 

A. E. Raymond Wilson, 245 Second Street 
NE., Washington, D.C. 

B. Friends Committee on National Legisla
tion, 245 Second Street NE., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $1,6~5. 

A. Richard ·w. Wilson, 121 Second Street 
NE., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative As
sociation, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

D. (6) $150. 

A. W. E. Wilson, 1525 Fairfield Avenue, 
Shreveport, La. 

B. Union Producing Co., 1525 Fairfield 
Avenue, Shreveport, La., and United Gas Pipe 
Line Co., 1525 Fairfield Avenue, Shreveport, 
La~ 

D. (6) $600. E. (9) $389.60. 

A. Everett T. Winter, 225 South Meramec, 
St. Louis, Mo. 

B. Mississippi Valley Association, 225 South 
Meramec, St. Louis, Mo. 

A. John A. Wise, Jr., 1625 
Washington, D.C. 

I Street NW., 

B. Transportation-Communication Em
ployees Union 3860 Lindell Boulevard, St. 
Louis, Mo. 

D. (6) $300. 

A. Albert Young Woodward, 815 Connecti
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Signal 011 & Gas Oo., 1010 Wilshire 
Boulevard, Los Angeles, Calif. 

A. Albert Young Woodward, 815 Connecti
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. The Flying Tiger Line Inc., ~ Angeles 
International Airport, Los Angeles, Calif. 

A. Hal J. Wright, 1612 K Street NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 
. B. Standard Oil Oo., (New Jersey), 30 
Rockefeller Plaza, New York, N.Y. 

A. J. H. Yingling,. 905 16t:h Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. First National City Bank, 399 'Park 
Avenue, New York, N.Y.; Manufacturers Han
over Trust Co., 350 Park Avenue, New York, 
N.Y., and Continental Illinois National Bank 
& Ttust Co. of Chicago, 231 South LaSalle 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 

D. (6) $200. E. (9) $25. 

A. J. Banks Young, 1200 18th Street NW .• 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Cotton Council of America, 
Post Office Box 12285, Memphis, Tenn. 

D. (6) $1,026. 

A. Kenneth Young, 815 16th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Federation of Labor and Con
gress of Industrial Organizations, 815 16th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

D. (6) $3,692. E. (9) $578.49. 

B. LegislS~tive Committee, 
Economic Polley Association, 
NW., Washington, ·D.C. 

International A: Gordon K. Zimmerman, Washington, 
1625 I Street D.C. 

E. (9) $723.65. 

A. Lawton B. Wolfe, 1132 Pennsylvania 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Soil & Water 
Conservation Districts, League City, Tex. 

900 l'ltb 
B. Distilled Spirits Institute, 1132 Penn-

A. Wilmer, CUtler & Pickering, . sylvania Building, Washington, D.C. 

A. Zimring, Gromfine & Sternsteln, 1155 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C., and 11 
South LaSalle Street, Chicago, Ill. 

Street NW., W~hington, D.O. 
B. Government of the Bahamas, Nassau. 

Bahamas. 
E. ( 9) $0.30. 

r t 

A. Roger E. Zylstra, 1329 E Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

A. Rtissell J. Woodman, 400 First Street B. Cole & Zylstra, 1329 E Street NW., Wash-
NW., Washington, D.O. lngton, D.C. 
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REGISTRATIONS 

The following registrations were submitted for the second calendar quarter 1966: . 

<NoTE,_:_The form used for registration is reproduced below. In the interest of economy in the RECORD, questions are 
not repeated, only the essential answers are printed, and are indicated by their respective .letter and .number.> 

FILE ONE COPY WrrH THE SECRETARY o:r THE SENATE AND FILE Two COPIES WrrH 'l'HE CLERK OJ' THE HOUSE o:r REPRESENTATIVES; 

This page (page 1) is designed to supply identifying data; and page 2 (on the back of this page) deals with financial data. 

PLACE AN "X" BELOW THE APPROPRIATE LETTER OR FIGURE IN THE Box AT THE RIGHT OF THE "REPORT" HEADING BELOW: 

"PRELIMIN~RY" REPORT ("Registration") : To "register," place an "X" below the letter "P" and fill out page 1 only. 

"QUARTERLY" REPORT: To indicate which one of the four calendar quarters is covered by this Report, place an "X" below the appropriate 
figure. Flll out both page 1 and page 2 and as many additional pages as may be required. The first additional page should be num
bered as page "3," and the rest of such pages should be "4," "5," "6," etc. Preparation and filing in accordance with instructions wm 
accomplish compliance with all quarterly reporting requirements of the Act. 

REPORT 
Year: 19-------1~ PURSUANT TO FEDERAL REGULATION OF LOBBYING ACT p I , •• I ::r:: l·th 

(Mark one square only) 

NoTE ON ITEM "A".-(a) IN GENERAL. This "Report" form may be used by either an organization or an individual, as follows: 
(i) "Employee" . ..:....To file as an "employee", state (in Item "B") the name, address, and nature of business of the "employer". (If the 

"employee" is a firm (such as a law firm or public relations firm), partners and salaried staff members of such firm may join in 
filing a Report as an "employee".) 

(11) "Employer".-To file as an "employer", write ''None" in answer to Item "B". 
(b) SEPARATE REPORTS. An agent or employee should not attempt to combine his Report with the employer's Report: 

(i) Employers subject to the Act must file separate Reports and are not relieved of this requirement merely because Reports are 
filed by their agents or employees. 

(11) Employees subject to the Act must file separate Reports and are not relieved of this requirement merely because Reports are 
filed by their employers. 

A. ORGANIZATION OR INDIVIDUAL FILING: 
1. State name, address, and nature of business 2. If this Report is for an Employer, list names of agents or employees 

who will file Reports for this Quarter. 

NOTE ON ITEM "B".-Reports by Agents or Employees. An employee is to file, each quarter, as many Reports as he has employers, except 
that: (a) If ·a particular undertaking is jointly financed by a group of employers, the group is to be considered as one employer, but all 
members of the group are to be named, and the contribution of each member is to be specified; (b) if the work is done in the interest of 
one person but payment therefor is made by another, a single Report-naming both persons as "employers"-is to be filed each quarter. 

B. EMPLOYER.-8tate name, address, and nature of business. If there is no employer, write "None." 

NoTE ON ITEM "C".-(a) The expression "in connection with legislative interests," as used in this Report, means "in connection with 
attempting, directly or indirectly, to influence the passage or defeat of legislation." "The term 'legislation' means bills, resolutions, amend
ments, nominations, and other matters pending or proposed in either House of Congress, and includes any other matter which may be the 
subject of action by either House"-§ 302(e). 

(b) Before undertaking any activities in connection with legislative interests. organizations and individuals subject to the Lobbying 
Act are required to file a "Preliminary" Report (Registration). 

(c) After beginning such activities, they must file a "Quarterly" :a.eport at the end of each calendar quarter in which they have either 
received or expended anything of value in connection with legislative interests 

C. LEGISLATIVE INTERESTS, AND PUBLICATIONS in connection therewith: 

1. State approximately how long legisla
tive interests are to continue. If receipts 
and expenditures in connection with 
legislative interests have terminated, 

D 
place an "X" in the box at the 
left, so that this Office will no 
longer expect to receive Reports. 

2. State the general legislative interests of 
the person filing and set forth the specific 
legislative interests by reel ting: (a) Short 
titles of statutes and bills; (b) House and 
Senate numbers of bills, where known; (c) 
citations of statutes, where known; (d) 
whether for or against such statutes and 
bills. 

3. In the case of those publications which the 
person filing has caused to be issued or dis
tributed in connection with legislative in
terests, set forth: (a) Description, (b) quan
tity distributed; (c) date of distribution, (d) 
name of printer or publisher (if publications 
were paid for by person filing) or name of 
donor (if publications were received as ·a 
gift) . I 

(Answer items 1, 2, and 3 in the space below. Attach additional pages if more space is needed) 

4. If this is a "Preliminary" Report (Registration) rather than a "Quarterly" Report, state below what the nature and amount of antici
pated expenses will be; and if for an agent or employee, state also what the daily, monthly, or annual rate of compensation is to be. 
If this is a "Quarterly" Report, disregard this item "04" and fill out item "D" and "E" on the back of this page. Do not attempt to 
combine a "Preliminary" Report (Registration) with a "Quarterly" Report.~ 

AFFIDAVIT 

(Omitted in printing] 

PAGE 1~ 



20174 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD -HOUSE August 22, 1966 

A. Herbert Adelman, 1725 K Street NW., 
Suite 811, Washington, D.C. 

A. American Aniline Products, Inc., 26 
Mcl,.ean ·Boulevard, Paterson, N.J. 

A. The American Beekeeping Federation, 
Minco, Okla. 

A. American Fishing Tackle Manufacturers 
Association, 20 North Wacker Drive, Chicago, 
Ill. 

A. American Restaurant Institute, 1414 I 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Cyrus T. Anderson, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. The National Football League, 1 Rocke
feller Plaza, New York; N.Y. 

A. Mrs. Erma Angevine, 2000 Florida 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Rural Electric Cooperative 
Association, 2000 Florida Avenue NW., Wash
ington, D.C. ·--

A. Baker, McKenzie & Hi.ghtower, 815 Con
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. American Taxicab Association, Inc., 420 
South Milwaukee Avenue, Libertyville, Ill. 

A. Donald Baldwin, 1625 I Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Northern Pacific Railway Co., St. Paul, 
Minn., and Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Railroad, Chicago, Til. 

A. Barnes, Richardson & Colburn, 734 15th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Industrial Diamond Conservation 
Comlll!l.ttee. 

A. W11liam B. Barton, 632 Shoreham 
Building, Washi.ngton, D.C. 

B. Associated Builders & Contractors, Inc., 
111 West Lexington Street, Baltimore, Md. 

A. Blumberg, Si.nger, Ross & Gordon, 350 
Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

B. Cigar Manufacturers Association of 
America, Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

A. Eugene F. Bogan, 1000 1~th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee for a Reasonable World 
Trade Center, 450 Seventh Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

A. Bowling Proprietors Assooiation of 
America, West Higgins Road, Hoffman Es
tates, Til. 

A. E. Michael Cassady, 225 South Meramec, 
St. Louis, ;Mo. · 

B. Mississi'ppi Valley Association, 225 
South Meramec, St. Louis, Mo. 

A. Cigar Manufacturers Association of 
America, Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

A. Edwin S. Cohen, 26 Broadway, New 
York, N.Y. 

B. Committee for a Reasonable World 
Trade Center, 450 Seventh Avenue, New 
York, N.Y. 

A. Paul R. Conrad, · 491 National Press 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. National Newspaper Association, 491 
National Press Bullding, Washington,- D.C. 

A. Counihan, Casey & Loomis, 1000 Con
necticut Avenue N.W., Washington, D.C. 

B. Linen Supply Association of America, 
975 Arthur Godfrey Boulevard, Miami Beach, 
Fla. 

A. Covington & Burling, 701 Union Trust 
Building, washington, D .C. 

B. National Association of Mortgage In
surance Cos., Post Offlce Box 2975, Raleigh, 
N.C. 

A. J. A. Crowder, 1200 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Wool Manu
facturers, 386 Park Avenue South, New York, 
N.Y. . 

A. Carson W. Culp, 4200 Dresden Street, 
Kensington, Md. 

B. Meramec Basin Association, 114 West 
Madison, Kirkwood, Mo. 

A. Louis R. Damiani, 4619 ConsP.ohocken 
Avenue, Philadelphia, Pa. 

B. National Lodge, Fraternal Order of Po
lice, 1336 Spring Garden Street, Philadel
phia, Pa. 

A. Charles W. Davis, 1 North LaSalle 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 

B. Inland Steel Co., 30 West Monroe 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 

B. Arls Gl·oves, Inc., 10 East 38th Street, 
New York, N.Y., a.nd 140 Geary Street, San 
Francisco, Calif. 

A. William B. Gardiner, 1701 18th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B .' Dioobled American Veterans, 1425 East 
McMman Street, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

A. Henry J. Gwiazda, 111 Franklin Square, 
New Britain, Conn. 

B. Ambulance Association of America, Palm 
Springs, Calif. 

A. Wilfred H. Hall, 1001 Connecrt:icut Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Oil Jobbers Council, 1001 Con
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Hamel, Morgan, Park & Saunders, 888 
17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Chrysler Corp., Detroit, Mich. 

A. Hamel, Morgan, Park & Saunders, 888 
17th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Watkins Products, Inc.; Winona, Minn. 

A. Hill & Knowlton, Inc., 150 East 42d 
A. Donald s. Dawson, 723 Washington · street, New York, N.Y. · 

Buildi.ng, Washington, D.C. 
B. Oceanic Properties, Inc., Post Offlce Box 

2780, Honolulu, Hawaii. 

A. Dawson, Griffln, Pickens & Riddell, 723 
Washington Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Admiral Time, Inc., Belair Time Corp., 
and Unitime Oorp., St. Croix, V.I., and Multi
Jewell Corp., St. Thomas, V.I. 

A. Michael B. Deane, 1518 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Meat Institute, 59 East Van 
Buren Street, Chicago, Til. 

A. William 0 . . Doherty, 400 First Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Mail Order Association of America, 612 
North Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

A. William C. Doherty, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Na tional Association of Uniform Manu
faoturers, 112 East 19th Street, New York, 
N.Y. 

A. Franklin B. Dryden, 1735 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. · 

B. The Tobaooo Institute, Inc. 

A .. Henry A. Dudley, 910 17th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Dredging Co., 12 South 12th 
Street, Philadelphia, Pa. · 

A. Josiah Ferris, 1825 OonnecticUJt Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. · 

B. American Sugar Cane League of the 
U.S.A., 414 Whitney Building, New Orleans, 
La., and Florida Sugar Cane League, Post Of
fice Box 1207, Clewiston, Fla. 

A. Floyd 0. Flam, 122 East 42d Street, New 
York, N.Y. 

B. American Paper Institute, Inc., 122 East 
42d Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. Joseph Freni, Jr., 1629 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. · 

B. American Industrial Bankers Associa
tion, 1629 K Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Frank W. Frisk, Jr., 919 18th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Public Power Association, 919 
18th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Gadsby, Maguire, Hannah & Merrigan, 
425 13th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Hogan & Ha:t,"tson, 815 Connecticut Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Territory of Guam, Agana, Guam. 

A. International Union of District 50, 
United Mine Workers of America, 1435 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Robert E. Kli.ne, Jr., 430 Wyatt Blrtldi.ng, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Fishing Tackle Manufacturers 
Association, 20 North Wa.cker Drive, Chicago, 
Ill. 

A. Robert E. Kli.ne, Jr., 430 Wyatt Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Bowling Proprietors Association of 
America, West HiggiJ:lS Road, Hoffman Estates, · 
Ill. 

A. Kominers & Fort, 529 Tower Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee of American Steamship 
Lines, 1155 15·th Street NW., Washi.ngton, D.C. 

A. Waldron E. Leonard, 2612 Fairview Drive, 
AleXiandria, Va. 

B. Veterans of World War I, USA, Inc., 40 
G Street NE., Washington, D.C. 

A. Scott W. Lucas, 1028 Connecticut Ave
nue NW., Washington, D.C . . 

B. Robert W. Johnson, Jr., New Brunswick, 
N.J. 

A. McCarty & Wheatley, 1200 Walker 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

B. Evan Jones Coal Co., Jonesville, AlaSka. 

A. Richard J. McCooey, 1226 36th Stree;t 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Seventeen Eighty-Nine, Inc., 1226 36th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. C. V. & R. V. Maudlin, 1111 E Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Georgia Power Co., 270 Peachtree Street, 
Atlanta, Ga. 

A. Miller Associates, Inc., 1705 DeSales 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. National Music Publishers Assocdation, 
Inc., 460 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Miller & Chevalier, 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue, :Washington, D.C. . 

B. Vinson, Elkins, Weems & Searls, First 
City National Bank Building, Houston, Tex. 
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A. D. S. Mitchell Associates, 1028 Con

necticut Avenue, Washington, D.C. 
B. National Council of Officers of State 

. Teachers Associations, Baton Rouge, La. 

A. Thomas F. Mitchell, 1725 I Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Georgia-Pacific Corp., Box 311, Portland, 

A. Ashley Sellers, 1625 K Street NW., Wash
ington, D.C. 

B. General Time Corp., 355 Lexington Ave
nue, New York, N.Y . 

A. Seventeen Eighty-Nine, Inc., 1226 36th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

Oreg. · A. A. Z. Shows, 1800 Connecticut Avenue 

A. Curt Moody, 2244 South Western Ave
nue, Los Angeles, Calif. 

B. Friends Committee on National Legisla
tion, 245 Second Street NE., Washington, D.C. 

A. Bernard Moss, 710 14th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Government 
Employees, 285 Dorchester Avenue, Boston. 
Mass. 

A. National Audio Visual Association, 3150 
Spring, Fairfax, Va. 

A. Ben Paul Noble, 2022 R Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. . 

B. Hallmark, Inc.; Westminster; Time 
Corp.; Phoenix Inc.; and Stratton Watch 
Corp.; all of Agana, Guam. 

A. Richard C. O'Hare & James H. Rowe, 
Jr., 1120 Investment Building, Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Harness Tracks of America, 333 North 
Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

A. Robert Oliver, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C.· 

B. Brotherhood of Railway Clerks, 1015 
Vine Street, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

A. D. V. Pensabene, 1700 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Standard Oil Co. of California, 1'700 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Bruce 0. Pike, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. Raiiway Labor Executives' Associa.tion, 
400 First Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Thomas W. Power, 1414 I Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. American Restaurant Institute, 1414 I 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

NW., Washington, D.C. · 
B. Wilmac Corp., 1800 Connecticut Avenue 

NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Carl A. Soderblom, 1 East First street, 
Reno, Nev. 

B. Nevada Railroad Association, 1 East 
First Street, Reno, Nev. 

A. Melvin L. Stark, 837 Washington Build
ing, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Insurance Associa·tion, 110 
William Street, New York, N.Y. 

A. Steptoe & Johnson, 1250 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. International Telephone . & Telegraph 
Corp., 320 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. Steptoe & Johnson, 1250 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Texaco Inc., 135 East 42d Street New 
York, N.Y. 

A. Eugene L. Stewart, 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. American Aniline Products, . Inc., 25 
McLean Boulevard, Paterson, N.J. 

A. Eugene L. Stewart, 1001 Connecticut 
Avenue, Washington, D.C. 

B. Seventeen Eighty-Nine, Inc., 1226 36th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Strasser, Spiegelberg, Fried, Frank & 
Kamplman, 1700 K Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

B. Manpower, Inc., 820 North Plankinton 
Avenue, Milwaukee, Wis. 

A. Strasser, Spiegei:berg, Fried, F-rank & 
Kampelman, 1700 K Street NW., Washing
ton, D.C. 

B. Wards Co., Inc., 1705 Brook Road, Rich
mond, Va: 

A. Surrey, Karasik, GQuld & Greene, ina 
Woodward Building, Washington, D.e. 

A. Prestige Public Relations, Inc., 8560 B. Parsons & Whittemore, Inc., 200 Park 
Sunset Boulevard, Los Angeles, Calif. Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

B. Youth in Service to Humanity, 15720 
Ventura Boulevard, Encino, Calif., and Joshua 

· Enterprises, Inc., 10889 Wilshire Boulevard, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 

A. Earl F. Rieger, 400 First Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. William c. Doherty & Associates, 400 
First Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Robert E. Reiser, 6649 Holland Street, 
McLean, Va. 

B. National Association of Plumbing-Heat
ing-Cooling COntractors, 1016 20th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. Kenneth A. Roberts, 423 Washington 
Building, Washington, D.c: 

B. American Podiatry Association, 3301 
16th Street NW., Washingt;on, D.C. 

A. Mrs. Edward F. Ryan, 110 Bridge Street, 
Manchester, Mass. . 

B. National Congress of Parents & Teach
ers, 700 North Rush Street, Chicago, Dl. 

A. Scribner, Hall & Casey, 1200 18th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Committee for an Intei'9tate Taxation 
Act, 1209 Ring Building, Washington, D.C. 
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A. C. Braxton Valentine, Jr., 1309 State
Planters Bank Building, Richmond, Va. 

B. Theodore A. Mangelsdorf, Cumberland 
Farm, New Kent County, Va. 

A. George C. Van Nostrand, 1010 16th 
Street NW., . Washington, D.C. 

B. Eaton Yale & Towne, Inc., 100 Erieview 
Plaza, Cleveland, Ohio. 

A. Clarence M. Weiner, 350 Fifth Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. · 

B. Cigar Manufacturers Association of 
America, Inc., 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 

A. Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering, 900 17th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

B. Safety Administrative Committee o! 
Automobile Manufacturers Association, 320 
New Center Building, Detroit, Mich. 

A. Robert Winter-Berger, 123 East 75th 
Street, New York, N.Y. 

B. The World Calendar Association, Post 
Office Box 224, Lenox H111 Station, New York, 
N.Y. 

A. Edmund N. Wise, 729 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Home Builders, 
1625 L Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

A. John H. Yingling, 905 16th Street NW., 
Washinngton, D.C. 

B. American Football League, 280 Park 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 

A. John H. Yingling, 905 16th Street NW., 
. Washington, D.C. 

B. National Association of Business De
velopment C:::orps., 45 Milk Street, Boston, 
Mass. 

•• .. ... • • 
SENATE 

MoNDAY, AuausT 22, 1966 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, 
and was called to order by the Acting 
President pro tempore <Mr. METCALF). 

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D.D., offered the following 
prayer: 

0 merciful God, whose law is truth and 
whose statutes stand forever, we beseech 
Thee to grant unto us, who in the morn
ing seek Thy face, the benediction which 
a sense of Thy presence lends to each new 
day. Unite our hearts and minds to 
bear the burdens that are laid upon us. 
Grant us this day the grace to live on 
the altitudes of our aspirations. ·As 
servants of Thine and of the Nation, and 
of the peoples of this shattered and 
stricken earth, save us from false choices, 
and guide our hands and minds to heal 
and bind, and build, and bless. 

We ask it in the dear Redeemer's name. 
Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 
On request of Mr. MANSFIELD, and 

by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the Journal of the proceedings of Friday, 
August 19, 1966, was dispensed with. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 
Messages in writing from the Presi

dent of the United States were com
municated to the Senate by Mr. Jones, 
one of his secretaries. · 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 
As in executive session, 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem

pore laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United States 
submitting sundry nominations, and 
withdrawing the nomination of Frank T. 
Ashton to be postmaster at Preston, 
Minn., which nominating messages were 
referred to the appropriate committees. 

<For nominations this day received, see 
the end of Senate proceedings.) 

REPORT OF A COMMITI'EE 
The following report of a committee 

was submitted: 
By Mr. FULBRIGHT, from the Committee 

on Foreign Relations, with amendfnents: 
S. 3418. A bill to amend further the Peace 

Corps Act (75 Stat. 612), as amended, and 
for other purposes (Rept. No. 1486). 
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